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Upper Santa Margarita Integrated Regional Water Management Plan  


Stakeholder Workshop Meeting Notes 


Meeting Date:  November 23, 2010 


Location:  Rancho California Water District, Board Room 


 
I. Welcome and Introductions 


a. The meeting was called to order and participants introduced themselves. 
b. Perry Louck of Rancho California Water District welcomed and thanked 


everyone for attending. 


II. Overview of IRWMP Process 
a. Proposition 84 Background 


i. Wendy Katagi of CDM discussed Proposition 84.  


ii. Provides grant funding for implementing projects identified in IRWM 
Plans – DWR has established funding regions, Upper Santa Margarita 
Watershed is in San Diego  Funding Region, Region to get 
approximately $91 million 


iii. Governance consists of RCWD, Riverside County, Riverside County 
Flood Control and Water Conservation District, and Stakeholder 
Advisory Committee (SAC) 


1. 18 agencies are involved in SAC without costs to agencies 


2. SAC leverages regional and local participation 


iv. IRWM Plan Updates and Schedule  


v. Stakeholder Advisory Committee Requests 


vi. Adoption of IRWM Plan Addendum and Projects Ranked and Accepted 
into IRWM Plan 


1. IRWM Plan Addendum necessary to elaborate on process to 
update and rank projects in the IRWM Plan 
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2. Adopted by SAC and RWMG 


The Implementation Grant projects include the following: 


1. Vail Lake Stabilization and Conjunctive Use Project  


2. Agricultural Irrigation Efficiency Program  


3. WR-34 Hydroelectric Power Generation Project (Note: This project was reviewed as a 
supplemental project to the existing IRWM Plan ranked list.  After presentation, review, 
and discussion, the RWMG and SAC voted to add the project to the list of 
Implementation projects since it met critical water supply and ecosystem related goals 
for the Upper Santa Margarita Watershed IRWMP.) 


4. Water Quality Enhancement in Riverside County  


5. Implementing Nutrient Management in the Santa Margarita River Watershed-Phase I  


 


 


 


 


































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































 


 


 


Upper Santa Margarita Integrated Regional Water Management Plan  


Stakeholder Meeting 


Meeting Date:  September 8, 2010 


Location:  Rancho California Water District 


 


Participants 


Brian Baharie, Cahuilla Band of Indians Fakhri Manghi, Western Municipal Water District 
Daniel Cozad, IPM Mary Ann Miller, Citizens for Quality of Life in 


Murrieta 
Judy Crawford, Anza Aguanga IRWM Community 
Group 


Christina Mokhtarzadeh, Bureau of Indian Affairs 


Bennet Drake, Rancho California Water District Eduardo Pech, DWR 
Gail Egenes, Riverside Land Conservancy Ralph Phraner, Eastern Municipal Water District 
Joaquin Fletcher, Pechanga Band of Luiseno Indians Mike Shetler, County of Riverside 
Lottie Fox, League of Women's Voters Mark Stadler, San Diego Water Authority 
Jason Jimenez, US Forest Service Marea Stinnett-Levine, Mountain Communities of 


Resilience (MCOR) 
Wendy Katagi, CDM George Sutherland, Trout Unlimited 
Annika Knoppel, High Country Garden Club Nancy Swanson, Anza Community 
Vicki Long, EMARCD Jason Uhley, RCFCWCD 
Perry Louck, Rancho California Water District Milena Viljoen, NOAA Restoration Center 
Mike Machado, Anza Aguanga IRWM Community 
Group 


Joe Webb, CDM 


Elena Mafla, Boojum Institute Bob Wheeler, EMARCD 
 


I. Project Readiness 
a. Wendy Katagi presented the following key points on project readiness for 


Round 1 funding: 


i. Projects must be ready for construction bid with CEQA/NEPA 
complete 


ii. Minimum viable amount (e.g., 300,000).  The amount of project funds 
which must be spent in reporting to DWR is great enough that projects 
under this threshold are not cost-effective. 
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iii. Lead Agency secured (e.g., RCWD, Riverside County, US Forest 
Service, etc.) 


iv. All projects not considered for Round 1 funding will be ranked again 
when future funding rounds occur. 


b. Perry Louck shared that just because the CEQA/Permitting is not ready for 
Round 1 doesn’t mean that the project will never rank high.  The idea is that 
project proponents will work to make the project eligible for the targeted 
round of funding (Round 2, Round 3, etc.) 


II. Project Integration 


a. Wendy Katagi described the process of integrating projects.  Several projects 
which were submitted were combined in order to make integrated projects.  
Projects which were not cost-effective (below the minimum viable amount) 
were combined with projects that were either located in the same area, or had 
similar objectives.  Project integration was also done for larger projects in the 
same way.  


b. Integrated Project 1 (I-1):  Southeast Anza Flood Control and Water 
Conservation Demonstration Gardens 


i. Elena Mafla expressed a desire to set up a meeting between the two 
project proponents to come to a consensus on, and further develop, the 
project.  She also asked how the project funds would be awarded 


ii. Daniel Cozad stated that if DWR selects a project, they’ll award money 
to the lead agency (grantee) according to the Scope of Work.  The lead 
agency, then, inherits the requirements of how to spend the State’s 
money.  He also reminded the stakeholders that this is a reimbursement 
grant, so the money needs to be spent before DWR will award the 
money (probably 30-60 days later) 


iii.  Mike Machado said: 


1. A meeting within the next two to three weeks between the 
Riverside County Roads Division, Riverside County Flood 
Control and Water Conservation District to discuss this project 


2. The Anza Valley Municipal Advisory Committee is putting 
together a letter to solicit Riverside County’s official 
endorsement of this project as the lead agency 
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iv. Brian Baharie asked what happens if a part of a project is ready and 
another part is not ready?  There’s a lot of environmental work to be 
done for the road portion of this integrated project, while the 
environmental work for the garden portion is simple. 


v. Elena Mafla asked if  DWR favors projects that are being submitted for 
other grants. 


1. Wendy Katagi responded that the two things that are important 
for funding are: Match and Readiness to Proceed.  It is great if 
you’ve already received funds for the project, and can use them 
as match if they aren’t State-funded grant monies. If you can 
find funding elsewhere where there is a good fit, please don’t 
hesitate to do so. 


c. I-2:  Water Quality Enhancements in Riverside County – Phase I 


i. Jason Uhley mentioned that discussion and project development 
between RCFC and EMARCD will need to happen in the next couple of 
months to get ready for Implementation Round 1. 


d. I-4:  Master Drainage Plan Enhancement and Implementations in Riverside 
County 


i. Daniel Cozad said that even though this project is WAY too big for 
Proposition 84 funds, it needs to be in the plan to apply for Proposition 
1E funding. 


e. I-6:  Santa Margarita Nutrient (TMDL) Management Study – Phase I 


i. Wendy Katagi explained that the survey work proposed in the 
SCCWRP study includes habitat-type reconnaissance work which the 
Trout Unlimited project proposed to do, therefore, the TU project’s 
survey/monitoring and agency coordination tasks were integrated into 
the larger nutrient management study, to the extent feasible. 


ii. Jason Uhley described the nutrient management study as a large study 
developed in coordination with 17-20 federal, state, and local agencies 
and stakeholders. 


iii. Daniel Cozad mentioned that this is a San Diego project, so the amount 
proposed for the USM planning region is much smaller than the total 
project cost (e.g., consistent with the Tri County FACC proportional 
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distribution of funds based on land area and population), and that each 
of the overlay entities are requesting a portion of the total, with San 
Diego requesting the bulk of the project dollars. 


iv. Brian Baharie asked what happens if one of the regions isn’t funded? 


1. Daniel Cozad responded that this project is a poster-child 
project, given that it has both inter-region and intra-region 
multi-benefits.  All participating funding regions should be 
funded. 


f. I-7:  Santa Margarita Salt and Nutrient (Groundwater) Management Plan 


i. Perry Louck described this project as protecting the long term health of 
the groundwater basin from salt and nutrient contamination. 


g. I-8:  Anza Aguanga Groundwater Study  


i. Elena Mafla asked if this project is eligible for the Round 1 of Planning 
funding.  Wendy Katagi said that it is.  Bob Wheeler advised that it is 
imperative that the project team coordinate with the USGS in order to 
insure that efforts are not redundant.  Joe Webb, CDM confirmed that 
CDM has been coordinating with Peter Martin, USGS on the grant 
scope (work plan) and budget. 


III. Project Ranking:  Implementation Projects 


a. Wendy Katagi reviewed the final rankings of the Impelmentation Projects, 
including identifying projects which should be ready for Round 1 
Implementation funding. 


b. Project Ranking Criteria include  


i. Achieves Proposition 84 Water Elements (9 sub-criteria) 


ii. Watershed Approach 


iii. Environmental Justice (2 sub-criteria) 


iv. Project Readiness (2 sub-criteria) 


v. Promote Cost Efficiency (3 sub-criteria) 
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vi. Project Funding 


vii. Sustainability Features (5 sub-criteria) 


c. Gail Egenes pointed out that the Santa Margarita Watershed Environmental 
Restoration (Project F) land acquisition project should not be omitted in the 
project list.  Wendy Katagi stated this project will be incorporated back into the 
project list. 


d. Joaquin Fletcher asked where the raw water for the Recycled/Raw Water 
Project (Project B) project comes from.  Perry Louck explained that the raw 
water comes from the Metropolitan Water District.  Basically, it is the same 
water that is going into the recharge basin, but that it would be put into the 
lake before going into the basins. 


IV. Project Ranking:  Planning Projects 


a. Wendy Katagi also reviewed the Planning Project rankings and identified 
projects that would be included in the current funding round. 


b. Wendy alsostated that the dollar values expressed in the matrix and in the 
presentation were estimates that would be refined in the coming weeks. 


V. Other Project Ideas 


a. All workshop attendees were asked if there were projects which haven’t been 
submitted, but are being developed for submission. 


b. Jason Jimenez described three projects that he felt should be included in the 
project list. 


i. Remediating Marijuana Grow Sites ($400,000):  There are over 100 
marijuana grow sites in the Cleveland National Forest, which have 
historically used tons of pesticides, herbicides, have disrupted water 
flow and even dried up streams.  Much of this material to be disposed 
is hazardous material from other countries (illegal 
fertilizers/chemicals).  The San Mateo watershed has 10-15 marijuana 
grow sites. 


ii. Obliterating Roads in San Mateo Watershed ($350,000):  There are many 
illegal roads or old fire lines throughout the forest which promote 
habitat disturbance and sedimentation issues.  This project would 
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restore and enhance habitat in areas that are currently known as illegal 
roads or old fire lines. 


iii. Obliterating Roads in Santa Margarita Watershed ($250,000):  There are 
many illegal roads or old fire lines throughout the forest which 
promote habitat disturbance and sedimentation issues.  This project 
would restore and enhance habitat in areas that are currently known as 
illegal roads or old fire lines. 


VI. Comments from Judy Crawford on the Southeast Anza Flood Control and Water 
Conservation Demonstration Gardens Project 


a. Judy explained that she lives in the lowest part of the Terwilliger Valley, and 
receives runoff from a 2,253-acre watershed and has had her property flooded 
3 times in the 3.5 years she’s lived there.  Rising waters have come to within 20-
ft of her home.  She’s had to move her animals off the property.  She pointed 
out that this project directly affects people’s safety due to 4’ deep flooding, 
roads being silted over, and stranding 2,300 people.  These people cannot get 
home, to school, receive emergency services, etc. 


b. Mike Machado attested that Judy’s analysis is correct 


c. Perry Louck reiterated what had been shared earlier, that the keys to this 
project receiving Proposition 84 funding are two-fold:  Getting an official 
statement from Riverside County saying that they would be the lead agency 
and completion of CEQA/Permitting, etc. which would make the project 
shovel-ready.  Jason Uhley agreed that it is necessary that Riverside County is 
behind this project.  He also pointed out that the environmental permitting for 
this project will probably be extensive and takes quite some time. 


d. Bob Wheeler shared that he had moved to the Anza area in 1976, and 
confirmed that Judy’s account is accurate and that this project would eliminate 
a threat to human life.  Mike Machado reiterated that the people in the area 
have been trying to get this done for 25 years.  
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State Water Resources Control Board
 
, Division of Water Rights 'RCWD 


1001 I Street, 14'" Floor + Sacramento, California 95814 • 916.3")jtfiiRP· • 
P.O. Box 2000 + Sacramento, California 95812-2000 ution StampLinda S. Adams Arnold Schwarzenegger 


Secretaryfor' Fax: 916.341.5400. www.watenights.ca.gov WIIh Governor 
Environmental Protection 
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f1( In Reply Refer 


" " 0 to:KDM:11518APRZ '22009 APi? 27 IOOB ... central Files DEnclosed Mailing List 
Copied and, III 


Dear Sir or Madam: distributed by:.I!! 
CHANGE AND TIME EXTENSION PETITIONS FOR PERMIT 7032 (APPLICATION 11518) OF 
RANCHO CALIFORNIA WATER DISTRICT 


On November 25,2008, the Division of Water Rights (Division) circulated a draft order resolving 
protests on the change and time extension petitions for Permit 7032 of Rancho California Water 


, District (District). All parties were advised that any comments on the draft order should be 
submitted by December 26, 2008 to be considered. At the conclusion of the review period. a 


, final order and amended permit would be issued. An amended permit and order are enclosed. 
For your reference, terms 6, 7, and 8 of the order are found in.the standard terms atthe end of 
the amended permit ' 


The review period has ended and the Division only received two comment letters. On 
December 24,2008, Camp Pendleton advised the Division that the draft order addressed its, 
concerns and fully supports issuance of the order. 


On December 22, 2008, the District advised the Division that condition 4(g)(a) should be 
revised because NPDES Permit No. CA0108821 was terminated when the California Regional 
Water Quality Control-Board, San Diego Region rescinded the permit on March 12,2003. The 
District requested that item (2) of this condition either be deleted entirely or replaced with "flows 
discharged to the stream from the Santa Rosa Water Reclamation Facility subject to the 
provisions of a future NPDES Permit". The suggested replacement language will be used. 


The District requested that condition 5 be deleted and replaced with "Compliance and ' 
,monitoring for the petition of change shall be accomplished by the submittal of the CWRMA1
 


Annual Report, prior to March 31 of each year for the prior water year, by the Watermaster to
 
the Chief of the Division of Water Rights and to the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service." The District
 
stated that Condition Sis a request by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife S~rvice (usFWS) to
 


,implement a monitoring program for the Santa Margarita Riyer because of its concerns that the 
flows outlined in the CWRMA may be inadequate to maintain riparian habitat and listed species 
in the Santa Margarita River system. 


The District indicates that the flows in the CWRMA were jointly developed using stream and , 
groundwater models that analyzed the total natural streamflow at the Santa Margarita River 


, Gorge over the period from 1935-1998. Thus, the flows outlined in the CWRMA are based on 
"the best available scientific information. In addition, the models continue to be updated and 


refined. ' ' 


1 Cooperative Water Resources Management Agreement or CWRMA 


California Environmental Protection. Agency 
~ , 


~e1 Recycled Paper 
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Furthermore, two separate monitoring programs already exist and are identified in Section 5(g) 
and Section 10 of the CWRMA. Section 5(g) provides water supply, water quality, and riparian 
habitat monitoring within the boundaries of the United States Marine Corps Base - Camp 
Pendleton. Section 10 provides water quantity and water quality monitoring at the Santa 
Margarita River Gorge. Both of these monitoring programs are documented in the CWRMA 
Annual Report. 


The Division's authority to require compliance submittals only extends to water right permittees 
and licensees. Thus, we cannot agree to the suggested language requiring that the 
Watermaster provide the CWRMA Annual Report to the Division. The Division anticipates, 
however, that after the initial documentation required by items 5(a) through (e) is submitted and 
found acceptable, the annual operations data from the Watermaster Reports will be utilized to 
document ongoing compliance. If specific additional information not found in the Watermaster 
Reports is required, the Division will advise the District after its initial review of the Watermaster 
Report and require a separate submittal of the additional information. Thus, the initial report 
should contain: (a) the documentation required by items 5(a) through (e), (b) an example 
Watermaster Report with a letter documenting whether the report prOVides all information 
required by condition 5, and (c) a statement identifying what, if any, additional information will be 
separately reported to document compliance with condition 5. 


Condition 5 provides an opportunity for the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to comment on the 
monitoring plan. It appears that you are concerned whether the opportunity to comment will 
resultin development of a third monitoring program. The Division anticipates that the ongoing 
monitoring efforts will be utilized to the greatest extent feasible to document compliance with the 
permit condition. Division staff discussed the proposed resolution of the District's request to 
modify condition 5 with Andrew Webster of the District on December 31, 2008. The District was 
amendable to the Division's proposal, with the c1ari~cation stated herein. 


Katherine Mrowka is the senior staff person presently assigned to this matter. If you require 
further assistance, Ms. Mrowka can be contacted at (916) 341-5363. 


Sincerely, 


_~V:7~ 
~ictoria A. Whitney 


Division Chief 


Enclosures:	 Mailing List
 
Ordeor
 
Amended Permit
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Mailing List
 


Pechanga Band of Luiseno Mission Indians 
c/o Donald R. Pongrace 
Akin, Gump, Strauss, Hauer & Geld 
Robert S. Strauss Building 
1333 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W'. 
Washington, D.C. 20036-1564 


Andrew Webster
 
Rancho California Water District
 
P.O. Box 9017
 
Temecula, CA 92589
 


John Kalish 
U.S. Bureau of Land Management 
P.O. Box 581260
 
North Palm Springs, CA 92258-1260
 


U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
 
clo Erica Niebauer
 
Office of the Regional Solicitor
 
2800 Cottage Way, Room E-1712
 


. Sacramento, CA 95825 


U.S. Department of the Interior
 
Bureau of Land Management
 
J. Anthony Danna
 
2800 Cottage Way, Suite W1834
 
Sacramento, CA 95825
 


Craig Collins
 
Berger & Notorn
 
12121 Wilsher Boulevard, Suite 1300
 
Los Angeles, CA 90025
 


Captain Chad Seber 
Western Area Counsel Office 
Box 555231 
Marine Corps Base 
Camp Pendleton, CA 92055 


U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
clo Pamela Williams 
U. S. Department of the Interior 
1849 C Street, N.W., Mailstop 6456 
Washington, DC 20240· . 


California Sportfishing Protection Alliance 
c/o Jim Crenshaw 
1248 E. Oak Avenue, Suite D 
Woodland, CA95776-4104 


Rancho California Water District 
clo Reagan L. Brenneman 
Best, Best and Krieger 
402 West Broadway, 13th Floor 
San Diego, CA 92101-3542 


Jill Terp 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
6010 Hidden Valley Road 
Carlsbad, CA 92011 















Notice of Determination FormC 


To: Ia Office of Planning and Research From: State Water Resources Control Board 
PO Box 3044, 1400.Tenth Street, Room 222 
Sacramento. CA 95812-3044 . 


Division of Water Rights 
P.O. Box 2000 
Sacramento, CA 95812-2000 


D County Clerk 
County of Riverside 


Subject: 
Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public Resources Code 


Rancho California Water District's Petition for Change to Appropriation Permit No. 7032 
Project Title 


1992103134 Andrew Webster 
State Clearinghouse Number 
(if submitted to Clearinghouse) . 


Lead Agency 
Contact Person 


Area CodelTelephoneJExtenslon. 


Project Location (include county): Vail Reservoir on Temecula Creek and the Pauma Groundwater Basin downstream of Vail 
Reservoir in Riverside County. The place of use is the R~ncho Califomia Water District (District). 


Project Description: The District proposes to modify Permit 7032 by adding municipal and industrial purposes of use 
and including add!tional wells within .the Pauma Groundwater Basin as points of r~diversion of water stored in Vail 
Reservoir' and released downstream to the groundwater basin. The District also proposes to .expand the place of use to 
correspond to the 1992 District boundaries. 


This is to advise that the State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water Rights has approved the above described project on 
o Lead Agency Ii!!Responsible Agency 


-----.APR 2'1 2009 and has made the following determinations regarding the above described project:
 
(Date) .
 


1.	 The project [0 will Ii!l will not] have a significant effect on the environment. . 
2.	 0 An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.
 


~ A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.
 
3.	 Mitigation measures [0 were Ii!! were not] made a condition of the approval of the project. 
4.	 A statement of Overriding Considerations [0 was Ii!! was not] adopted for this project. 
5.	 Findings [Owere Ii!! were not] made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. 


This is to certify that the [Ofinal EIR 0 final Negative Declaration] with comments and responses and record of project approval is
 
available to the General Public at:
 


Rancho Califomia Water District, 42135 Winchester Road, Temecula, CA 92589-9017 


;gnature (PUblic Agency) 


. Date received for filing at OPR: 







STATE OF CALIFORNIA
 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
 


STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
 


DIVISION OF WATER RIGHTS
 


PERMIT FOR DIVERSION AND USE OF WATER
 


AMENDED PERMIT 7032
 


Application 11518 of	 Rancho California Water District 
42135 Winchester Road 
Temecula, CA 92589-9017 


filed on August 16,1946, has been approved by the State Water Resources Control Board (State Water 
Board) SUBJECT TO PRIOR RIGHTS and to the limitations and conditions of this permit. 


Permittee is hereby authorized to divert and use water as follows: 


1.	 Source of water 


Source: Tributary to: 


Temecula Creek Santa Margarita River 


within the County of Riverside. 


2. Location of Doint of diversion (POD) 


By California Coordinate 
System of 1983 in Zone 6 


40-acre subdivision of 
public land surveyor 
projection thereof 


Section 
(Projected)· 


Township Range Base 
and 
Meridian 


Point of Diversion: 
Vail Dam 
North 2,124,844 feet and 
East'6,340 009 feet 


NWV.. ofNWY.. 10 85 1W SB 


Points of Rediverslon from 
Underground Storage: 
Well 109: 
North 2,119,301 feet and 
East 6,302.006 feet 


NW Y.ofNE V.. 17 85 2W SB 


Well 110: 
North 2,127,229 feet and 
East 6,327 062 feet 


SE V.. ofSWV.. 6 85 1W 58 


Well 123: 
North 2,126,263 feet and 
East 6,327 098 feet 


NWY..ofNE V.. 7 85 1W 58 
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Well 132: 
North 2,125,460 feet and 
East 6,324,873 feet 


NW V.. of NW V.. 7 85 1W 58 


Well 152: 
North 2,127,958 feet and 
East 6,330,419 feet 


5E V.. of5WV.. 5 85 1W 58 


Well 153: North 2,127,045 
feet and East 6,328,733 
feet 


NWv.. ofNWv.. 8 85 1W 58 


Well 157: 
North 2,127,584 feet and 
East 6,330,387 feet 


5E v.. of5WV.. 5 85 1W 58 


Well 158: 
North 2,127,243 feet and 
East 6,331.792 feet 


5W V.. of 5E v.. 5 85 1W 58 


Well 210: 
North 2,124,427 feet and 
East 6,323,044 feet 


NE V.. of5E v.. 12 85 2W 58 


Well 232: 
North 2,124,851 feet and 
East 6,317,628 feet 


5WV.. of NEY.. 11 85 2W 58 


Well 233: 
North 2,124,243 feet and 
East 6,321,874 feet 


NWV.. of5E V.. 12 85 2W 58 


Well 234: 
North 2,123,464 feet and 
East 6,314,906 feet 


5WV.. of5E V.. 11 85 2W 58 


3. Purpose of use 4. Place of use Section Township Range Base Acres 
and 


Meridian 


Recreational Vail Reservoir 10 85 1W 58 


Municipal, Within the service area 1W 
Domestic, 


Industrial, Irrigation 
of the Rancho 


California Water 
District as shown on 


map dated October 28, 
2008. 


75 


85 


throug 
h5W 


1W 
throug 
h5W 


58 


58 


96,00 
0 


The place of use is shown on map filed with the State Water Board. 


5.	 The water appropriated shall be limited to the quantity which can be beneficially used and shall 
not exceed 40,000 acre-feet per annum in Vail Reservoir to be collected from November 1 of 
each year to April 30 of the succeeding year. Water released from Vail Reservoir is re-stored in 
the Pauba Valley groundwater basin. 


(0000005C) 
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This permit does not authorize collection of water to storage outside of the specified season to 
offset evaporation and seepage losses or for any other purpose. . 


(00000051) 


6.	 Construction work shall be completed on or before December 1, 1988. 
(0000008) 


7.	 Complete application of the water to the authorized use shall be prosecuted with reasonable 
diligence and completed by December 31, 1989. 


(0000009) 


8.	 Permittee shall consult with the Division of Water Rights and, within one year from the date of this 
permit, shall submit to the State Water Resources Control Board its Urban Water Management 


. Plan as prepared and adopted in conformance with section· 1061 0, et seq. of the California Water 
Code, supplemented by any additional information that may be required by the Board. 


All cost-effective measures identified in the Urban Water Management Plan and any supplements 
thereto shall be implemented in accordance with the schedule for implementation found therein. 


(0000029A) 


9.	 For the protection of fish and wildlife, Permittee shall maintain the following flows at USGS Gage 
No. 11044000 on the Santa Margarita River near Temecula, aka "the Gorge": 


Table 1 


Criticallv Below Above Very 
Dry Normal. Normal Wet 
Flow Flow Flow Flow 


Month cfs cfs cfs cfs 


!January to Aoril 4.5 8.0 17.8 24.1 
May 3.8 5.7 11.7 15.7 
!June 3.3 4.9 9.4 12.2 
Uulv 3.0 4.3 7.8 9.7 
~Ugust 3.0 4.4 7.6 9.2 
Seotember 3.0 4.1 7.4 9.4 


October 3.0 3.9 7.7 10.1 
November 3.0 4.5 8.8 11.5 
December 3.3 5.3 10.4 13.5 


(a)	 The hydrologic conditions described in Table 1 are derived from a hydrologic index 
combining the October through April natural streamflow at Murrieta Creek gage, and the 
October through April natural streamflow at Vail Lake. Natural flow at Murrieta Creek is 
calculated using the rainfall/runoff relationship between rainfall. at Wildomar and the 
HSPF natural flow at Murrieta Creek. Natural flow at Vail Lake is calculated I,Jsing the 
runoff correlation between Aguanga streamflow and infloW to Vail Lake during the period 
water years 1958 to 1996.· 


(b)	 On May 151 of each year the October through April rainfall at Wildomar is used to estimate . 
natural flow at Murrieta, and the October through April measured streamflow at Aguanga 
is used to estimate natural flow at Vail Lake. The Technical AdviSOry Committee,which 
includes the Watermaster, adjusts for antecedent conditions and calculates the 
hydrologic index based on these input parameters. Once the hydrologic condition is 
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Table 1 is used to prescribe the flows at the Gorge. 


(c)	 The winter period includes the months of January through April. During the period 
January 1 through April 3D, minimum daily flow requirements at the Gorge are: 11.5 cfs 
for very wet and above normal conditions; 8.0 cfs for below normal conditions; and 4.5 cfs 
for critically dry conditions. The District shall provide whatever make-up water is needed 
to meet this requirement. On May 1st, the hydrologic condition for the immediately 
preceding October - April period shall be determined. Such condition, and the minimum 
daily flow requirements set forth for the January 1 through April 30 period shall be used to 
determine the actual flow requirement for the prior winter period and whether this 
requirement was exceeded. The minimum daily flow requirement for each period shall be 
11.5 cfs (or applicable value based on water year type), less any credit unused in a 
previous year, and less any credit established by the May 1st accounting of the prior year. 


(d)	 The non-winter period includes the remaining months of May through December. 
Minimum daily flow requirements at the Gorge, calculated on a 1D-day running average, 
for the non-winter months are provided by Table 1, based upon the particular hydrologic 
condition established on May 151 for the prior October- April period; provided that the 10
day average shall begin on the 11 th day of each month. The District shall provide 
whatever make-up water is required to meet these monthly requirements. 


(e)	 Notwithstanding any provision to the contrary, the District shall not be required to provide 
more than the equivalent of 11.5 cfs make-up water for any month. 


(f)	 When the District is required to provide make-up water in any calendar year in excess of 
4,000 acre-feet, measured at the Gorge, it shall be entitled to a credit for the excess, 
taking into account transmission losses, to be applied during the following two winter 
periods. The United States shall have the option of eliminating the District's credit by the 
United States, or its designee, paying the District a cash amount equal to the Metropolitan 
Water District of Southern California's then current price for untreated water. 


(g)	 Notwithstanding any provision to the contrary, the District guarantees that flows, based 
upon a 10 day running average, shall at no time be less than 3.0 cfs. 


Compliance with the requirements of (c) through (g) shall be based upon actual flow 
measurements as recorded by the USGS gage at the Gorge. Any losses of makeup 
water incurred between the point of discharge by the Permittee and the Gorge shall be 
borne by the Permittee. Makeup water which the Permittee may be required to release at 
the Gorge in order to comply with the requirements of (c) through (g) may be supplied at 
the Permittee's option from: (1) its wells upstream of the Gorge; (2) flows discharged to 
the stream from the Santa Rosa Water Reclamation Facility SUbject to the provisions of a 
future NPDES permit; (3) deliveries from its domestic water system; (4) deliveries of 
imported water from the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California; (5) or Vail 
Reservoir. With the consent of Camp Pendleton, the Permittee may substitute treated 
water by exchange or direct delivery to Camp Pendleton for flow at the Gorge. 


Makeup water that the Permittee releases to the stream.shall meet all requirements of the 
California Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region, and shall not cause a violation 
of any rule, regulation,standard or objective established by federal, state, or local 
enforcement agencies, including but not limited to the federal and state Safe Drinking 
Water Acts. . 


Upon petition for change, this permit condition may be amended provided that the U.S. 
Marine Corps Base at Camp Pendleton and U.S. Bureau of Land Management have 
opportunity to review the petition for change and comment or protest thereon. Any 
petition for change must document that the Permittee has provided measures equally or 
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n more protective than the eXisting condition of: (a) any valid water rights of the Unites 
States and (b) public trust resource needs. 


Within six months of the issuance of this amended Permit, Permittee shall submit a .cv	 Compliance and Monitoring Plan for approval by the Chief of the Division of Water Rights that 
~i11 demonstrate compliance with the flow requirements at the Gorge specified in this permit. 
rhe U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service shall be timely provided with a copy of the plan and shall 
have opportunity to comment on the plan prior to approval of the plan by the Division. The 
Compliance and Monitoring Plan shall include the following: 


a)	 A description of the physical facilities (Le., outlet pipes, siphons, pipelines, bypass ditches, 
splitter boxes etc.) that will be constructed or have been constructed at the project site 
and will be used to bypass flow. 


b)	 A description of the gages and monitoring devices that will be installed or have been 
installed to measure stream flow at Vail Reservoir and at the Gorge, reservoir storage 
capacity, releases to underground storage and diversions from underground storage. 
The plan shall also describe the data collection locations and frequency of data collection 
and analysis for purposes of determining that project operation does not adversely impact 
water quality, prior rights, listed threatened or endangered species and riparian habitat 
from Vail Reservoir to the Gorge. Data reported by Camp Pendleton for areas . 
downstream of the Gorge may substitute for data from Vail Reservoir to the Gorge, 
prOVided that appropriate data correlation is made. 


c)	 A time schedule for the installation of these facilities .. 


d)	 A description of the frequency of data collection and the methods for recording bypass 
flows and storage levels. 


e)	 An operation and maintenance plan that will be used to maintain all facilities in good 
condition. 


f)	 Permittee may substitute data collection and/or data analysis by the Watermaster or 
Camp Pendleton for self-reported data and/or data analysis, provided that the Permittee 
provides information obtained from the Watermaster and Camp Pendleton to the Division 
as specified below. 


The Permittee shall be responsible for all costs associated with developing the Compliance and 
Monitoring Plan, and installing and maintaining all flow bypass and monitoring facilities described 
in the Compliance and Monitoring Plan. 


The monitoring data shall be maintained by the permittee for ten years from the date of collection 
and made available to the Chief of the Division of Water Rights, upon request. 


Any non-compliance with the terms of the permit shall be reported by the permittee promptly to 
the Chief of the Division of Water Rights. 


Six months from the date of issuance of this Order, diversion and use of water without prior 
approval of the Compliance and Monitoring Plan and the installation of facilities specified in the 


. Compliance and Monitoring Plan Is not authorized. 
{0000070} 


11.	 Permittee shall maintain records of the amount of water diverted and used to enable the State 
Water Board to determine the amount of water that has been applied to beneficial use pursuant to 
Water Code section 1605. 


(0000015) 
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12.	 If it is determined after permit issuance that the as-built conditions of the project are not correctly 
represented by the map(s) prepared to accompany the application, permittee shall, at his expense 
have the subject map(s) updated or replaced with equivalent as-built map(s). Said revision(s) or 
new map(s) shall be prepared by a civil engineer or land surveyor registered or licensed in the State 
of California and shall meet the requirements prescribed in section 715 and sections 717 through 
723 of the California Code of Regulations, Title 23. Said revision(s) or map(s) shall be furnished 
upon request of the Chief, Division of Water Rights. 


(0000030) 


13.	 For the protection of fish and wildlife and instream uses, Permittee shall bypass the streamflows 
noted in the flow bypass condition of this permit at USGS Gage No. 11044000 on the Santa 
Margarita River near Temecula. In the event that said gage is no longer available for streamflow 
measurements, Permittee (or successors-in-interest) is responsible for installing and maintaining an 
equivalent gage, satisfactory to the Chief, Division of Water Rights, as near as practicable to the 
present location of USGS Gage No. 11044000 on the Santa Margarita River near Temecula. In the 
absence of such an equivalent gage, all diversions must cease. These requirements shall remain in 
force as long as water is being diverted by Permittee (or successors-in-interest) under any permit or 
license issued pursuant to Application 11518. 


(0000204) 


14.	 Diversion of water under this permit shall be subject to regulation by the watermaster appointed to 
enforce the terms of the Stipulated JUdgment in the case of Rancho Santa Margarita v. Vail, San 
Diego Superior Court Action No. 42850 and the Judgment in the case of United States v. Fallbrook 
Public UtilitvDistriet, Civ. No. 1247, S.D. Cal. 


(OOOOOON) 


ALL PERMITS ISSUED BY THE STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD ARE SUBJECT TO 
THE FOLLOWING TERMS AND CONDITIONS: 


A.	 The amount authorized for appropriation may be reduced in the license jf investigation warrants. 


(0000006) 


B.	 Progress reports shall be SUbmitted promptly by permittee when requested by the State Water 
Resources Control Board (State Water Board) until a license is issued: 


(0000010) 


C. Permittee shall allow representatives of the State Water Board and other parties, as may be 
authorized from time to time by said State Water Board, reasonable access to project works to 
determine compliance with the terms of this permit. 


(0000011 ) 


D.	 Pursuant to California Water Code sections 100 and 275, and the common law public trust 
doctrine, all rights and privileges under this permit and under any license Issued pursuant thereto, 
including method of diversion, method of use, and quantity of water diverted, are subject 10 the 
continuing authority of State Water Board in accordance with law and in the interest of the public 
welfare to protect public trust uses and to prevent waste, unreasonable use, unreasonable 
method of use, or unreasonable method of diversion of said water. 


The continuing authority of the State Water Board maybe exercised by imposing specific 
requirements over and above those contained in this permit with cr view to eliminating waste of· 
water and to meeting the reasonable water requirements of permittee without unreasonable draft 
on the source. Permittee may be required to implement a water conservation plan, features of 
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E. 


F. 


G. 


H. 


which may include but not necessarily be limited to (1) reusing or ~eclaiming the water allocated; 
(2) using water reclaimed by another entity instead of all or part of the water allocated; 
(3) restricting diversions so as to eliminate agricultural tailwater or to reduce return flow; 
(4) suppressing evaporation losses from water surfaces; (5) controlling phreatophytic growth; and 
(6) installing, maintaining, and operating efficient water measuring devices to assure compliance 
with the quantity limitations of this permit and to determine accurately water use as against· 
reasonable water requirements for the authorized project. No action will be taken pursuant to this 
paragraph unless the State Water Board determines, after notice to affected parties and 
opportunity for hearing, that such specific requirements are physically and financially feasible and' 
are appropriate to the particular situation. . 


The continuing authority of the State Water Board also may be exercised by imposing further 
limitations on the diversion and use of water by the permittee in order to protect pUblic trust uses. 
No action will be taken pursuant to this paragraph unless the State Water Board determines, after 
notice to affected parties and opportunity for hearing, that such action is consistent with California 
Constitution Article X, Section 2; is consistent with the public interest; and is necessary to 
preserve or restore the uses protected by the public trust. 


(0000012) 


The quantity of water diverted under this permit and under any license issued pursuant thereto is 
subject to modification by the State Water Board if, after notice to the permittee and an .. 
opportunity for hearing, the State Water Board finds that such modification is necessary to meet 
water quality objectives in water quality control plans which have been or hereafter may be 
established or modified pursuant to Division 7 of the Water Code. No action will be taken pursuant 
to this paragraph unless the State Water Board finds that (1) adequate waste discharge 
requirements have been prescribed and are in effect with respect to all waste discharges which 
have any substantial effect upon water quality in the area involved, and (2) the water quality 
objectives cannot be achieved solely through the control of waste discharges. 


(0000013) 


This permit does not authorize any act that results in the taking of a threatened or endangered 
species or any act that is now prohibited, or becomes prohibited in the future, under either the 
California Endangered Species Act (Fish & G. Code, §§ 2050 - 2097) or the federal Endangered 
Species Act (16 U.S.C.A. §§ 1531 - 1544). If a "take" will result from any act authorized under this 
water right, the permittee shall obtain authorization for an incidental take prior to construction or 
operation of the project. Permittee shall be responsible for meeting all requirements of the 
applicable Endangered Species Act for the project authorized under thIs permit. 


(0000014) 


Permittee shall maintain records of the amount of water diverted and used to enable the State 
Water Board to determine the amount of water that has been applied to beneficial use 
pursuant to Water Code Section 1605. 


(0000015) 


No work shall commence and no water shall be diverted, stored or used under this permit until a 
copy of a stream or lake alteration agreement between the State Department of Fish and Game 
and the permittee is filed with the Division of Water Rights. Compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the agreement is the responsibility of the permittee. If a. stream or lake agreement is 
not necessary for this permitted project, the permittee shall provide the Division of Water Rights a 
copy of a waiver signed by the State Department of Fish and Game. . 


(0000063) 
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This permit Is issued and permittee takes it subject to the following provisions of the Water Code: 


Section 1390. A permit shall be effective for such time as the water actually appropriated under it is used for 
a useful and beneficial purpose in conformity with this division (of the Water Code), but no longer. 


Section 1391. Every permit shall include the enumeration of conditions therein which in substance shall 
include all of the provisions of this article and the statement that any appropriator of water to whom a permit 
is issued takes it subject to the conditions therein expressed. 


Section 1392. Every permittee, if he accepts a permit, does so under the conditions precedent that no value 
Whatsoever in excess of the actual amount paid to the State therefor shall at any time be assigned to or 
claimed for any permit granted or issued under the provisions of this division (of the Water Code), or for any 
rights granted or acqUired under the provisions of this division (of the Water Code), in respect to the 
regUlation by any competent public authority of the services or the price of the services to be rendered by any 
permittee or by the holder of any rights granted or acquired under the provisions of this division (of the Water 
Code) or in respect to any valuation for purposes of sale to or purchase, whether through condemnation 
proceedings or otherwise, by the State or any city, city and county, municipal water district, irrigation district, 
lighting district. or any political subdivision of the State, of the rights and property of any permittee, or the 
possessor of any rights granted, issued, or acquired under the provisions of this division (of the Water Code). 


STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 


~A;:;'~ 
Division ofWater Rights 


Dated: 







STATE OF CALIFORNIA
 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
 


STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
 


. DIVISION OF WATER RIGHTS 


In the Matter of Permit 7032 (Application 11518)
 


Rancho California Water District
 


ORDER APPROVING CHANGES IN PURPOSE OF USE,
 
PLACE OF USE, POINTS OF REDIVERSION AND
 


DENYING EXTENSION OF TIME
 
AND AMENDING THE PERMIT
 


. SOURCE: Temecula Creek 


COUNTY: Riverside 


WHEREAS: 


1.	 Permit 7032 was issued to Vail Company on February 18, ~ 948, pursuant to Application t 1518 
and subsequently assigned to Rancho California Water District (District) on June 1, 1965. 


2.	 . A petition to change the purpose of use by adding municipal and industrial uses and to change 
the place of use to the District's total service area of 96,000 acres and add 13 additional points of 
rediversion for water discharged from Vail Dam, placed in underground storage and subsequently 
rediverted from underground storage was filed with the State Water Resources Control Board 
(State Water Board) on January 19, 1993. Public notice of the change was issued on February 9, 
1993 and the petition was re-noticed on March 11 ,1993. Protest issues have been resolved. 
Protest resolution is contingent on an Agreement between Camp Pendleton and the District, 
which resulted in additional permit conditions. Resolution of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
protest resulted in a mitigation monitoring program. 


3.	 On October 30,2008, the District submitted an engineered map showing the locations of 12 
points of rediversion located within the alluvium of Temecula Creek. This Order is based on the 
12 mapped. points of rediversion, and dOEls not include any facilities requested in the petition, but 
not shown on the map. 


4.	 The State Water Board has determine~ that good cause for such change has been shown. 


5.	 The State Water Board has determined that the petition for change does not constitute the 
initiation of a new right nor operate to the injury of any other lawful user of water. 


6.	 On March 2, 1990, the District filed· a petition for a two-year extension of time. Public notice of 
the extension request was issued on April 10, 1990 and no protests were filed. The District did 
not prepare a California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) document for the time extension. 
Consequently, no further action will be taken on this petition. 







7.	 The permit conditions relating to the continuing authority and water quality objectives of the Slate 
Water Board should be updated to conform to section 780(a & b), title 23 of the California Code of 
Regulations. 


8.	 Environmental review began on January 19, 1993. The District issued an Initial Study and 
Negative Declaration titled "Rancho California Water District's Petition for Change to Appropriation 
Permit No. 7032", dated November 9,1992. The Negative Declaration did not identify any 
mitigation measures. The District filed a Notice of Determination (NOD) with the Office of 
Planning & Research on December 17, 1992 and also filed the NOD with the County Clerk on 
December 16,1992. 


The Division reviewed the Negative Declaration and will issue an NOD within five days of approval 
of the petition. 


9.	 On April 13, 1994, the Superior Court, County of Riverside, found the Negative Declaration to be 
in compliance with CEQA. (United States ofAmerica v. Rancho California Water District, et a/., 
Statement of Decision, Super. Ct. Riverside County, No. 229096.) 


10.	 Fish, wildlife, and plant species have been or may be listed under the federal Endangered Species 
Act and/or the California Endangered Species Act. A condition should be placed in the permit 
making the permittee aware of possible obligations resulting from these acts. 


11.	 A term has been added to require measurement of water diverted under the permit to comply with 
Water Code section 1605. 


NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED THAT PERMIT 7032 IS AMENDED TO READ: 


1.	 The authorized purposes of use are amended fo include municipal and industrial uses. 


2.	 The place of use is revised to the following: 


Within the service area of the Rancho California Water District as shown on map dated 
October 28,2008, being within Township 7 South, Ranges 1 through 5 West and Township 
8 South, Ranges 1 through 5 West, SBB&M. 


3.	 The points of rediversion are amended to the follOWing. All locations are by California Coordinate 
. System of 1983, Zone 6: 


Well 109: North 2,119,301 feet and East 6,302,006 feet, being within the NW 14 of NE 14 of 
Section 17, T8S, R2W, SB8&M 


Well 11 0: North 2,127,229 feet and East 6,327 ;062 feet. being within the SE 14 of SW 14 of 
Section 6, T8S, R1W, SBB&M 


Well 123: North 2.126,263 feet and East 6,327,098 feet, being within the NW 14 of NE 14 of 
Section 7, T8S, R1W, SBB&M 


Well 132 ~ North 2,125,460 feet and East 6,324,873 feet, being within the NW 14 of NW 14 of 
Section 7, T8S, R1W, SBB&M 


Well 152: North 2,127,958 feet and East 6,330,419 feet, being wittlin the SE 14 of SW 14 of 
Section5, TBS, R1W, SBB&M . 
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Well 153: North 2,127,045 feet and East 6,328,733 feet, being within the NW X of NW X of 
Section 8, T8S, R1W. SBB&M 


Well 157: North 2.127.584 feet and East 6,330.387 feet, being within the SE X of SW X of 
Section 5; T8S, R1W. SBB&M 


Well 158: North 2,127,243 feet and East 6,331,792 fe,et, being within the SW X of SE X of 
Section 5, T8S, R1 W, SBB&M 


Well 210: North 2.124,427 feet and East 6,323.044 feet, being, within the NE X of SE X of 
Section 12; T8S. R2W, SBB&M 


Well 232: North 2,124,851 feet and East 6,317,628 feet. being within the SW X of NE X of 
Section 11, T8S. R2W. SBB&M 


Well 233: North 2,124,243 feet and East 6.321 ,874 feet, being within the NW Y.. of Sf: Y.. of 
Section 12, T8S. R2W, SBB&M 


Well 234: North 2,123,464 feet and East 6,314,906 feet, being within the SW X of SE Y.. of 
Section 11, T8S, R2W, SBB&M. 


4.	 The permit is amended to require the following flows at USGS Gage No. 11044000 on the Santa 
Margarita River near Temecula, aka "the Gorge": 


Table 1 


Criticallv Below Above Verv 
Dry Normal Normal Wet 
Flow Flow Flow Flow 


Month cfs cfs cfs cfs 
Uanuarv to Aoril 4.5 8.0 17.8 24.1 
May 3.8 5.7 11.7 15.7 
lJune 3.3 4.9 9.4 12.2 
lJuly 3.0 4.3 7.8 9.7 
August 3.0 4.4 7.6 9.2 
Iseotember 3.0 4.1 7.4 9.4 
bctober 3.0 3.9 7.7 10.1 
November 3.0 4.5 8.8 11.5 
December 3.3 5.3 10.4 13.5 


(a)	 . The hydrologic conditions described in Table 1 are derived froin a hydrologic index 
combining the October through April natural streamflow atMurfieta Creek gage, and the 
October through April natural streamflow at Vail Lake. Natural flow at Murrieta Creek is 
calculated using the rainfall/runoff relationship between rainfall at Wildomar and the HSPF 
natural flow at Murrieta Creek. Natural flow at Vail Lake is calculated using the runoff 
correlation between Aguanga streamflow and inflow to Vail Lake during the period water 
years 1958 to 1996. 


(b)	 .On May 18t of each year the October through April rainfall at Wildomar is used to estimate 
natural flow at Murrieta. and the October through April measured streamflow at Aguanga 
is used to estimate natural flow at Vail Lake. TheTechnical Advisory Committee,which 
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includes the Watermaster, adjusts for antecedent conditions and calculates the hydrologic 
index based on these input parameters. Once the hydrologic condition is determined, 
Table 1 is used to prescribe the flows atthe Gorge. 


(c)	 The winter period includes the months of January through April. During the period 
January 1 through April 30, minimum daily flow requirements at the Gorge are: 11 ~5 cfs 
for very wet and above normal conditions; 8.0 cfs for below normal conditions; and 4.5 cfs. 
for critically dry conditions. The District shall provide whatever make-up water is needed 
·to meet this requirement. On May 1st, the hydrologic condition for the immediately 
preceding October - April period shall be determined. Such condition, and the minimum 
daily flow requirements set forth for the January 1 through April 30 period shall be used to 
determine the actual flow requirement for the prior winter period and whether this 
requirement was exceeded. The minimum daily flow requirement for each period shall be 
11.5 cfs (or applicable value based on water year type), less any credit unused in a 
previous year, and less any credit established by the May 1st accounting of the prior year. 


(d)	 The non-winter period includes the remaining months of May through December. 
Minimum daily flow requirements at the Gorge, calculated on a 10-day running average, 
for the non-winter months are provided by Table 1, based upon the particular hydrologic 
condition established on May 1sl for the prior October - April period; provided that the 
1O-day average shall begin on the 11 th day of each month. The District shall provide 
whatever make-up water is required to meet these monthly requirements. 


(e)	 Notwithstanding any provision to the contrary, the District shall not be required to provide 
more than the equivalent of 11.5 cfs make-up water for any month. 


(f)	 When the District is required to provide make-up water in any calendar year in excess of 
4,000 acre-feet, measured at the Gorge, it shall be entitled to a credit for the excess, 
taking into account transmission losses, to be applied during the following two winter 
periods. The United States shall have the option of eliminating the District's credit by the 
United States, or its designee, paying the District a cash amount equal to the Metropolitan 
Water District of Southern California's then current price for untreated water. 


(g).	 Notwithstanding anY.provision to the contrary, the District guarantees that flows, based 
upon a 10 day running average, shall at no time be less than 3.0 cfs. 


Compliance with the requirements of (c) through (9) shall be based upon actual flow 
measurements as recorded by the USGS gage at the Gorge. Any losses of makeup water 
incurred between the point of discharge by the Permittee and the Gorge shall be borne by the 
Permittee. Makeup water which the Permittee may be required to. release at the Gorge in order to 
comply with the requirements of (c) through (g) may be supplied at the Permittee's option from: 
(1) its wells upstream of the Gorge; (2) flows discharged to the stream from the Santa Rosa 
Water Reclamation Facility subject to the provisions of a future NPDES permit; (3) deliverieS from 
its domestic water system; (4) deliveries of imported water from the Metropolitan Water District of 
Southern California; (5) or Vail Reservoir. With the consent of Camp Pendleton, the Permittee 
may substitute treated water by exchange or direct delivery to Camp Pendleton for f10wfilt the 
Gorge. 


Makeup water that the Permittee releases to the stream shall me~t all requirements of the 
California Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region, and shall not cause a violation of any 
rule, regulation, standard or objective established by federal, state, or local enforcement agencies, 
inclUding but not limited to the federal and state Safe Drinking Water Acts. 


Upon petition for change, this permit condition may be amended provided that the U.S. Marine 
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Corps Base at Camp Pendleton and U.S. Bureau of Land Management have opportunity to review 
the petition for change and comment or protest thereon. Any petition for change must document 
that the Permittee has provided measures equally or more protective than the eXisting condition 
of: (a) any valid water rights of the Unites States and (b) pUblic trust resource needs. 


5.	 Within six months of the issuance of this Order, the Permittee shall submit a Compliance and 
Monitoring Plan for approval by the Chief of the Division of Water Rights that will demonstrate 
compliance with the flow requirements at the Gorge specified in this permit. The U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service shall be timely provided with a copy of the plan and shall have opportunity to 
comment on the plan prior to approval of the plan by the Division. The Compliance and 
Monitoring Plan shall include the following: 


a)	 A description of the physical facilities (Le., outlet pipes, siphons, pipelines, bypass ditches, 
splitter boxes etc.) that will be constructed or have been constructed at the project site 
and will be used to bypass flow. 


b)	 A description of the gages and monitoring devices that will be installed or have been 
installed to measure stream flow at Vail Reservoir and at the Gorge, reservoir storage 
capacity, releases to underground storage and diversionS from underground storage. 
The plan shall also describe the data collection locations and frequency of data collection 
and analysis for purposes of determining that project operation does not adversely impact 
water quality, prior rights, listed threatened or endangered species and riparian habitat 
from Vail Reservoir to the Gorge. Data reported by Camp Pendleton for areas· 
downstream of the Gorge may substitute for data from Vail Reservoir to the Gorge, 
provided that appropriate data correlation is made. 


c)	 A time schedule for the installation of these facilities. 


d)	 A description of the frequency of data collection and the methods for recording bypass 
flows and storage levels. 


e)	 An operation and maintenance plan that will be used to maintain all facilities in good 
condition. 


f)	 Permittee may substitute data collection and/or data analysis by the Watermaster or 
Camp Pendleton for self-reported data and/or data analysis. provided that the Permittee 
provides information obtained from the Watermaster and Camp Pendleton to the Division 
as specified below. 


The Permittee shall be responsible for all costs associated with developing the Compliance and 
Monitoring Plan. and installing and maintaining all flow bypass and monitoring facilities described 


. in the Compliance and Monitoring Plan.	 . 


The monitoring data shall be maintained by the permittee for ten years from the date of collection 
and made available to the Chief of the Division of Water Rights, upon request. 


Any non-compliance with the terms of the permit,shall be reported by the permittee promptly to 
the Chief of the Division of Water Rights.	 . 


Six months from the date of issuance of this Order, diversion and use of water without prior 
approval of the Compliance and Monitoring Plan and the installation of facilities specified in the 
Compliance and Monitoring Plan is not authorized. 


(0000070) 
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6. The continuing authority condition shall be updated to read as follows: 


Pursuant to California Water Code sections 100 and 275 and the common law public trust doctrine, 
all rights and privileges under this permit and under any license issued pursuant thereto, including 
method of diversion, method of use, and quantity of water diverted, are subject to the continuing 
authority of the State Water Board in accordance with law and in the interest of the public welfare to 
protect public trust uses and to prevent waste, unreasonable use, unreasonable method of use, or 
unreasonable method of diversion of said water. 


The continUing authority of the State Water Board may be exercised by imposing specific 
requirements over and above those contained in this permit with a view to eliminating waste of water 
and to meeting the reasonable water requirements of permittee without unreasonable draft on the 
source. Permittee may be required to implement a water conservation plan, features of which may 
include but not necessarily be limited to: (1) reusing or reclaiming the water allocated; (2) using water 
reclaimed by another entity instead of all or part of the water allocated; (3) restricting diversions so as 
to eliminate agricultural tailwater or to reduce retum flow; (4) suppressing evaporation losses from 
water surfaces; (5) controlling phreatophytic growth; and (6) installing, maintaining, and operating 
efficient water measuring devices to assure compliance with the quantity limitations of this permit 
and to determine accurately water use as against reasonable water requirement for the authorized 
project. No action will be taken pursuant to this paragraph unless the State Water Board 
determines, after notice to affected parties and opportunity for hearing, that such specific 
requirements are physically and financially feasible and are appropriate to the particular situation. 


The continUing authority of the State Water Board also may be exercised by imposing further 
limitations on the diversion and use of water by the permittee in order to protect public trust uses. No 
action will be taken pursuant to this paragraph unless the State Water Board determines, after notice 
to affected parties and opportunity for hearing, that such action is consistent with Califomia 
Constitution article X, section 2; is consistent with the public interest and is necessary to preserve or 
restore the uses protected by the public trust. 


(0000012) 


7. The water quality objectives condition shall be updated to read as follow.s: 


The quantity of water diverted under this permit and under any license issued pursuant thereto is 
subject to modification by the State Water Board if, after notice to the permittee and an opportunity 
for hearing, the State Water Board finds that such modification is necessary to meet water quality 
objectives in water quality control plans which have been or hereafter may be established or modified 
pursuant to Division 7 of the Water Code. No action will be taken pursuant to this paragraph unless 
the State Water Board finds that: (1) adequate waste discharge requirements have been prescribed 
and are in effect with respect to all waste discharges which have any substantial effect upon water 


.quality in the area involved, and (2) the water quality objectives cannot be achieved solely through 
the control of waste discharges. . 


(0000013) 


8. Permit 7032 is amended to include the following Endangered Species condition: 


This permit'does not authorize any act which results in the taking of a threatened or endangered 
species or any act which is now prohibited, or becomes prohibited. in the future, under either the 
California Endangered Species Act (Fish and Game Code sections 2050 to 2097) or the federal 
Endangered Species Act (16 U.S.C.A. sections 1531 to 1544). If a "takeR will result from any act 
authorized under this water right, the permittee shall obtain authorization for an incidental take 
prior to construction or operation of the project. Permittee shall be responsible for meeting all 
requirements of the applicable Endangered Species Act for the project authorized under this 
permit. 


(0000014) 
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9.	 Permittee shall maintain records of the amount of water diverted and used to enable the State 
Water Board to determine the amount of water that has been applied to beneficial use pursuant to 
Water Code section 1605. . 


(0000015) 


10.	 If it is determined after permit issuance that the as-built conditions of the project are not correctly 
represented by the map(s) prepared to accompany the application, permittee shall, at his expense 
have the SUbject map(s) updated or replaced with equivalent as-built map(s). Said revision(s) or . 
new map(s) shall be prepared by a civil engineer or land surveyor registered or licensed in the 
State of California and shall meet the requirements prescribed in section 715 and sections 717 
through 723 of the California Code of Regulations, Title 23. Said revision(s) or map(s) shall be 
furnished upon request of the Chief, Division of Water Rights. 


(0000030) 


11.	 For the protection of fish and wildlife and instream uses, Permittee shall bypass the streamflows 
noted in the flow bypass condition of this permit at USGS Gage No. 11044000 on the Santa 
Margarita River near Temecula. In the event that said gage is no longer available for streamflow 
measurements, Permittee (or successors-in-interest) is responsible for installing and maintaining 
an equivalent gage, satisfactory to the Chief, Division of Water Rights, as near as practicable to 
the present location of USGS Gage No. 11044000 on the Santa Margarita River near Temecula. 
In the absence of such an equivalent gage, all diversions must cease. These requirements shall 
remain in force as long as water is being diverted by Permittee (or successors-in-interest) under 
any permit or ,license issued pursuant to Application 11518. 


(0000204) 


12.	 Diversion of water under this permit shall be subject to regulation by the watermaster appointed to 
enforce the terms of the StipUlated Judgment in the case of Rancho Santa Mamarita v. Vail, San 
Diego Superior Court Action No. 42850 and the Judgment in the case of Unfted states v. 
Fallbrook Public Utilftv District, Civ. No. 1247, S.D. Cal. 


(OOOOOON) 


13.	 All other conditions of Permit 7032 are still applicable. 


14.	 An amended Permit 7032 shall be issued. 


STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 


_ ~V:7~4e-e 
~ictoria A. Whitney, Chief 


Division o/Water Rights 


Dated: APR 2 '-2 2009 
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, A.· c..I FILE IN DUPLICATE"'" For lull infonnatIon "ncetnins th. liliinK O\'.t of chis form. ufer to Re"".)


( latIon .. of Rulu and Reaulauonl GoV'Onau" tha Appropr;"tion of Water 
« 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA-DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 
'. ' 


DIVISION OF WATER RESOURCES
 
STATE ENGINEER
 


Amended & COI!l.plElted . 
Application No. ll5lB Fi1ed_Aue;l.la't__16 _l9~ at ~_;.~?. t~!M.• 


. (Applicant lDiut Dot ill in Ut abo blank.) 


luno 17, 1947 Amanded Application Received 
APPLICATION TO APPROPRIATE UNAPPROPRIATED WATER 


This applicati~ninvolves in no way the right to construct a dam 


I. __. Y}JJ..Jl.9M1?AHI~e Syp.nl~@JLliQ-,_j,.l-l _ 
N.- .f ._pllcaal 


'.0£ Los ~ele8	 County of__.J.oe~~.=le:::::cs=:.-_~--__ 
hno&e 


State of ..9aJ,if'ornia	 ____• do hereby make application for :l permit to appropriate the 


. lollowing described unappropriated waters of the State of California. SUBJECT TO EXISTING RIGHTS: 
I 


Source, Amount, Use and Location of Diversion Works 


1•. The SOlll'ce of the proposed appropriation is ~~~~~~~~~~________________	 -
Gi.... oame of .cream. I.ke. etc., if oa:nech if 'DDIa.m.e4 .UlC • .cllte of N\lrcc aDd. ,h., ic b 'QQDamc4 


located in R1verside .County. tributary to ' Santa ~rgar1t!l_Ri-'-v_El.=r'---- -- 


2. The amount of water which applicant desires to appropria te under this application is as follows: 


(II) For diversion to be directly applied to beneficial use without storage	 cubic feet per 
.	 I cuM, foot per ,,,oDd _quab 40 . 


abrute miau', inches or 646,' 11 
plloua per dar 


.1tp	 "_----'- of each season. 
Clo.in. due each seilOB 


(b)' For diversion to be stored temporarily and later applied to beneficial use. ._~,_QQQ. acre-feet 
I acre-foot _qu.1t n'.Ul .alloi" 


per annum, to be coliected between Noy_E!~p~;'_J:_~_t and__ , ._~..P~_~_!. __~~ of each season. 
:leai.GAiaa date neh season Cloli"l due each Mason 


NOTE.-Answcr (oJ) or (b) Dr both (oJ) and (b) a.s may be nece'sary. The amounts .tated muse be in·definite term' of some establi,hed 
anic of mea.surement. Neit~er the'e amounts not the seuon may be increased after appliCation is filed. . 


3. The use to w~icl~ the water is to be applied is JIT~e..~JJQ~ __~~__P.~~~_~_~!_C - _ 
Domestic, irri,:ltion. lOwer, municipal, JIliniDI. indutlrial. recreational 


:"'__~_:'-'_' __'_._' pUrposeS. 


At Vail dent s1te, head ot Nigger Canyon 
<t. The point of diversion is to be located !JL~~_~__~g._l;:g __.R~.!t~h ..---~_M~~1~g._J~·J;:@.t..;.-.- _ 


State buriDI .ad distance or coordinate dinance. to section or q",arter aection COrDero	 . 
bea~.1i! 46 4~' '!!.....!!,025 teet trom a granite monument IOO.rked ~~.R.5~ _ 
ot Pauba Survey. \See Supplement No. 2r- ., 


being within the mra-.9_t ID.'li_Qt. ~ _ 
Scate 4O ....'rc auhdil"aioA of U. S. GonrnmeDt a",rver or projectiua thereof 


of Sec~on_..l..O • Tp._S S • R.__l..1l • ..s....B...B...~ M.• in the County oL .R.u~..ra1.Q.~. 


. & m; of m':" ot Sec. 20. . .. 
S. The main conduit terminates in.S\V4 --o.t--sal .of Sec.__1'l •Tp. ~__~_. R.__~_!i_. _~~_....M. 


Suur o4O-.cre a",bdiYiaion of U. S. C;onrnmenc a",rvcr or projectioa thereof 


Description of Diversion Works 
NOTE.-An applieatiOD can Dot be approved for an alllouDt groilly in n:ce" of the estimated capacity of the diverlion ....orks. 


,. Inta.ke or Hea.dworks (fill only those blariks which apply) 
Re- 4 ' 


(II)/Diversion will be made by pumping: Capacity oVplanL__J~..lQQ . gallons per minute. (See Supp.#3) 
f'rom stream. ' 


(b) DiversioJwiIl be by gravity. the diverting dam being ~!Q. . feet in height (stream bed to 1, 
. v 0 over'Bow) •• 440 fl·eet ong on top. and constructed 0 f-- concrete~	 _Ie e1 f	 1


Coacrete, arth. brulh, CIC. 


i 
~ 


(t.") The storage dam will be. l~Q. .__._feet in height (stream bed to overflow level) i _~__feet 


long on top; have a freeboard ~f ~ feet. and be constructed oL ~Qp._~r.9te 
• Coacrne. earth. etc. I7. Storage Reservoit' ..Y~_1l E~.§~;r_~_lr	 . ---------------- 


. N...... . ..Sect10ns 10" 11,,14 &1l$" i, 
~. 


'll'lbe stor2ge reservoir wnt flood Jands in~:b.u.'tm_~:Rml~J1Q~§.r..J@p-.l~-..a.s~-R...1Jl~tBd).. t 
~ 


hadicac. ICCcion or ICcc~on•••1,0 -40-Jcrc .",bd'visioIH ",n!cSl ahoWA apea map 


It will have a surface area oL 1l_56. acres. 2nd:l .::tp:lcity oL 4~--------acre-feet. I 
I.: 


W'" In ca.l~ of insu$.cienc space for ans....ers in, fo{nl, attach' exrra ,h••" JC top or puc} and c;roSl telcrtnCL 


FOIlM 1 
/ ...r---,,_Pauba Valley underground Reservoir. (See SUpplement No.4) 







•.	 Oondui~ S11ltem (describe mJin cO,nduits only) 


(,) Canal, ditch, flwne: Width on top (at water line) •. feet; width at botto'llmll- _ 
CroJt oat I1ro lOOt orod 


{eet. depth o{ water, '; . {eet; length. Ject. grade . {eet per.I,OOO {ceq fl1atecials 


See Supp1emsnt No. 3 
(b)	 Pipe line: D~meter, ,--_...:imnche.sj l,mgth {eet; gr:lde: _ _{eetper 


1,000 feet; tota1'fall from intake to outlet feet. kind -,---	 _ 
&"'e-I! le.I, CClDCAC, ...ood-~can. etc. 


NOTll.-If a combination of diJfercnt aha or kincb of conduic it co be used, otead! extra .bcctl with complete dacription, also .boW' 
location of each clearly on map. . . 


,.	 The estimated capacity of the diversion works proposed is 20 'Cubic teet per second 
Sco~ cable flft pet .....Dd or plloDi per miDD~ 


The estimated cost of the diversion works proposed is_---lL.Q1~O~OO=-----------
. Giy. DDII ecc. of IDtab, or l>e>dworu. ,_PO••tonp fWlrToin aDd .do 


-' colldoaiu i1acribc<llouciA 


Completion Schedule 


10.	 Construction work will begin on or before O~tober 1. 194Z 


Construction work will be completed on or before October 1. 1948 


The water will be completely applied to the proposed use on or before lla.Y 1. 1949 


.,Description of Proposed Use 


11.	 Place of Use. 3797 acres in Pauba Ranoh in Sections 5, 6, 7 &. 18; 


. Tp. 8.S. R 1 Wi in Sections It10tl1.12t13t14.15;~6.17.18.19.20.21.28, 
"'"17 ..... ,rojtcttd. 1D cho 'ca.. of &rri.,uoD Oil "a.. tba "Dmber of ecru to be irriga..d iD lOeb 4G-acr. tuet. if apa.,. permico. If ap... doc, ... permi. IUUDS of all 


and 29 'rp•. 8 S. R2W; in Sections 13 and 24 Tp. 8S, R3W as shown on map tiled nth 
4O"'<r1 "¥'" dueribe a;'" ill a .eDoral "ay aDd ROW d.cail DPOD mop. Tb... bJODko Deed 110' be fiUed iIl"h... mllDieipai ... ia proposed.sliali& ~ineer.
 


Does applicant own the land whereon use of water will be made? Te!L_
 
YaorNo 


U ."licaa! llloa AGe OWD laDd "hercon talC of lute, will be made, ·,tatC what luanpmcaCI bayc bcco ID-ldc wich O_I1U. 


12. Domestic Use. Domestic use is proposed as follows: __~cident~ to tam1ng operations 
•	 J)ucribe D'tW. of ... whicla IUaT IDdudo .toek 11'• ..., ..... W Inl••cJo. of domAda 


..rdeDI aot ",e..dia. olla·balf .ere wiu. lOeb pia.,. of n.idCllu. Stau aomber IDd kiod of .cock to be ".tated. aombO' of Iaooaeo aDd poopl. to be aerYad• 


. The amount for which application is made was determined by	 _ 
Dacribe bali. of QllIDciCJ' .-dod 


U. Irrigation 11se. 
. 


The area to be irrigated is 
• Seau _ 


S?9? acres 
........ to be lrnpttd 


acres. 


The segregation of acreage as to crops is as follows: Rice acres; alfalfa acres; 


orchard acreSj general crops acres. pasture acres. 


Non.-<:are alIowd b. tUCD thac the yariOlU ftatemenu as co I':reage are consiste~t with ead1o>.her, with the .uumenc in. Paragraph 11. 
and with the map. . 


The irrigation season will begin about May 1st	 and end about Dct2-=be.=:r::.....:3:.:1:.:s:.:t~ _ 
. JIo&WaiIls 41,.. oaeb _	 CIoaill• .uu ac& _ 


The land to be irrigated has anoththu water right or source of water supply other than that herein applied for. The nature 
MO U . 


.and amount of .the additional supply referred to is ----: _ 


14.	 Power Use. The total fall to be utilized is f~t. 
Di4'_ benr_ oozzI. M dnf. ",be "aeu Ina! aod lint fno " .... ..d_ aboYD 


The maXimum amount of water to be used through the penstock is	 cubic feet per second. 


The maximum theoretical horsepower capable of being generated by the works is	 horsepowu. 
- .	 '. s.<:oad f. X fAll + •.• 


The use to which,the powu is to be applied is 'M di,cribDcioll aDd ad. or prin........c. 


The nature of the works by means of which power is to be developed is 
•	 . .r~,J'......~. 


The size of the nozzle to be used is inches. 


will	 .In ~ 
The w:~er will.DDt be returned to	 s.... 4f>-ICft ..Whitio"·N...·.........
 


•
. T ~	 MSec. • p. 1\:':',;;'" , • ~~t·~,;~
.'".}.",. 







UU !\jUl WJHJC WI 11\:;) ~l'I\L.t. 


ATTACH EXTRA SHEETS HERE 


H. Municipal Use. This application is made for the purpose of serving	 . .._ 
Name cit, ot citiel, COWQ or ttl_g.t. Urb.n 'fCiI oDI, 


----------._-----.----..-------_..-----,..----------------------_. -----._------------. haV ing a present popuIation of	 . _ 


The estimated average daily consumption during the month of m:lximum use at the end of each five-year period until the 


futl amount applied for is put to beneficial use is as follows: 


--...._._...._-----.._........_------.._-----------_..---.._.....-----_......_---------------:----._..__._------_.__..__.-.-


-------------------_....-._--_._...._-_ ..----.__._---_._------_.._---~-----------.,.- .._-----~._ .._-_..--_.-.._--.------.._----


------------------------------------_._-----------------._---._-------------_._


16. Mining Use. The name of the mining prppcrty to be served is__.. .. ; . • . _ 
Name (If claim 


--------	 .. and the nature of the mines is .. , : _ 
.	 Gold placer, quartz, et~. 


The method of utilizing the water is _ 


It is estimated that the ultimate water requirement for this project will be .. , ..... _ 
Cubic feet per .econd. 111I0R' per minuee. Sute bali. of .,eilll.ce 


will	 '. .The water	 'U be polluted by chem!cals or otherwise _ 
WI not,	 Eaplaio nl'or< of pollocioo, if a"1 


and 'it w~IIII be returned to "	 in. _ 
-------'0£ 


WI not N.amc .tream	 SUte 040.acrc IDbdi.i,ioD 


Sec. • T p.--_- • R. • M. 


17. Industrial Use. The nature of the use proposed is.._" ~--------------------------------
Descri.be nature and method of u.sc 


The amount for which application is made was determined by	 ' _ 
De"ribe basi. of estimace of qUlntitT needed 


------------------------_. 


18. Recreational Use. Water will be used for	 _ ~
~ 


Describe LlatUre aDd method of usc 


The amount for' which application is made was determined by ..:	 - _ 
.	 Describe basi. of estimate of qua.a.tity Deeded 


:'.. , 
General 


19. Are the maps as required by the Rules and Regulations filed with Application? x.~_~ 
Ya .... No 


. If not. 


state specificaUy the time required for filing same _ 


20. Does the applicant own the land at the proposed point of diversion? .x~s 
Ya Qt No 


. If not. state what 


.tepsbave been taken to secure right of access thereto__ 


21.	 What is the name of the post office most used by those living near the proposed point of diversion? 


Temecula, Hiverside Coun:=..t::..!!y:..J,~C:.::a==1:.:i:..::f:...:o-=r..::n:.::1..:..a:...__,__-------------


22.	 What are the names and addresses of claimants of water from the source of supply below the proposed point 


United sta~~s !~rine Base, ~ Pe~dleton, Oceanside, Calif.of diversion? 


Philip Playtor, c/o Walter G•. Lincoln, Atty., 742 S. Rill st., Los Angeles, Calif. 


Estate of Murray Sohloss " " " " • " " " 


Vail Company 
[SJGNATUU ()1' AX>PLJeANT1-- l\V /s/ ~QJ1 Vaj.l 


U8naging Trustee & Attorney-rn-Fact 
tor all other Trustees. 


L 







70.::..:':52.:--__PERMIT No. 
This is to certify that the application of which the foregoing is a true and correct copy has been considered :lnd 


is hereby ~pproved SUBJECT TO VESTED RIGHTS alld the following limitations a~d conditions: 


1. The amount of W:lter appropriated shall be limited to the amount which can be beneficially used, and shall 
Dot exceed . 


forty thousand (40,OOO) acre-teet pe~ annum Qy storag~ to be collected 
trom about November 1 or each year to about April 30 of the succeeding year. 


2•.. The maximum amount herein stated may be reduced in the license if investigation so warrants. 


. 3. Actual construction ~ork shall b~gin on or before June 1, 1948 and shall 
thereafter be prosecuted with reasonable diligence, and if not so commenced and prosecuted this permit may be revoked. 


4. Said construction work shall be completed on or before December 1, 1950 


J. Complete application of the water to the proposed use shall be made on or before December 1, 1952. 


6. Progress reports shall be filed promptly by permittee on forms appropriate' to the purpose which will be provided 
annually by the State Engineer until license is issued. . 


. 7. All rights and privileges under this permit including method of diversion, method of usc and quantity ofwater 
diverted arc subject to the continuing authority of the Department acting through the State Engineer in accordance with law 
and in the interest of the public welfare to prevent waste, unreason::ble usc, unreasonable method of use or unreasonable 
method of diversion of S:lid W:lter, and to prevent unreasonable interference with vested rights. 


.....,. 


This permit is iSS/leil and permittee takes it subject to the following provisions of the Water Code: 


Section' 1390. A permit sh.ll be effective for such time as the w.ter actu.lly .ppropri.ted under it is used for a useful and benefici.l 
purpose in conformity with this division (of the ""ater Code), but no lonl\er. 


Section 1391, Eve~;; permit shall include the enumeration of conditions therein which in substance shall include .11 of the provisions of 
chis article and the statement that .ny appropri3tor of ...·ater to whom a permit is issued ukes it subject to the conditions therein expressed. 


Section 139Z. E"ery permittee, if he accepts. permit, docs so under the conditions precedent thoc no value whatsoever in excess of the 
actual amount paid to the State therefor shall at any time be assil;ned to or cl.imed for .nr permit ~r>ntcd or issued under the pro"i,ions of this 
di...ision (of the Water Code), or for any ril;hts granted or acquired under the pro"isions of this division (or the Water Code), in respect to the 
regulation by any competent public authority of the services or the ptice of the services to be rendered by any permittee or by the holder of an)' 
rights granted or acquired under the provisions of this division (of the "",ter Code) or in re'peet to ony valuation for purll<l<es of ..Ie to or 


.purchase, whether through condemnation proceedings or otherwise, by the Sute or any city, city and county, municip.1 water district, irrigation 
district, lighti"l; district, or any politic.l subdi"i,ion of the State, of the rights and property of any permittee. or the posse"or of any rights j;ranted. 
issued, or acquired under the provisions of this division (of the 'Yater Code). 


Wi/lIess my hand a11d the seal of the 
Department of Public Works of tlJe State of California 


th. l(LYOf Februa~:-
EDWARD HYATT, State En,<sinm. 


.,---.
 


~ 


A,:\ .... >;\:~ 
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.•5uPRlement No.1 


Wherever the nama Vail Company appears in this application 
it is used to design.ate: Mary Vall Wilkinson, Mahlon Vall, 
Edward N. Vail, Margaret Vail Wise (FormerlY Margaret Vail 
Bell) and Anita M. Vall~ trustees doing business as Vail 
Company under that Indenture of Trust .dated December 31, 1912, 
recorded in. Book 371, page 279 of Deeds, R1verside County 
records, and ln Book 5436, page 82,· of Deeds, Los Angeles 
County Records, and as from time to time thereafter amended. 


SUpplement No.2 


The point of reference is a granlte monument marked "P.5", 
being corner No.5 on the plat ot the Pauba Rancho· finally 
contirmed to Luis Vignes, surveyed in December.1856 ana 
lanua:ry 1859, approved by 3'. W. Manderville, U. S. Surveyor 
General, San Francisco, California. Recorded Patent Book 1, 
page 45, San Diego County Records, April 21, 1869. 


I
i


,- ,Supplement No.3 
I 


A Portion or the water stored in Vail Reservoir will be re
leased into the streambed of Temecula Creek and spread over 
the wash just belo\v the mouth of Nigger Canyon. This water 
will be recovered by tour pumps marked on maps: "J'•K. "; "We11 
30"; II Cantarini"; and "Lower". 


~ 


Main'conduits are as follows: 


21" diam. length 15,800 ft. fall 5.7 ft. per 1000 tt. 
18" " " 32,100" " 7.5" " 1000 ft. 
12" " • 6,500" " 10. " " 1000 " 


r"'"
12" " .. 12,500" " 6.4" " 1000 " 


Total tall from inlet to outlet 530 feet; kind - concrete• 


. The spreading area for diversions trom Vail Reservoir is in 
si of NWi, and in &1 or section 5, T8S, R 1 W, S.B.B.&. M. 


Cantarini Well and Pumping p~t are in ~~ of BE! of Section 
17. TSS, R2W, S.B.B.&. M. bearing N. 000 45' E. 10,575 tt. trom 
closing corner S 25 and :30, T8S, R2 and ZW', S.B.B.&. M. 


Lower Well and Pumping Plant are i8 SWi of SE; ot section 18, 
TaS, R2W, S.B.B.&. M. bearing N. 32 30' E. 6780 ft. trom clos
ing corner S 25 and :30, TaS, R2 and 3W, S.B.B~& M. 


Well 3O,and Pumping Plant are ig NEi or SEi of Section 11, T· 8 S, 
R 2 W, S.B.B.&. M. bearing N. 21 E. 11,900 tt. from Pauba Ranch 
corner No.2, see Supplement No.2. 


J'. K. Well and Pumping Plant are in NEi or SE~ of Section 12, 
T 8S, R2W. S.B.B.& Y. bearing N. 30 :3q' E. 5500 ft. trom Pauba 
Ranch corner No.3, see SupplelOOnt No.2. 


Supplement No.4 


Underground storage in Pauba Valley will be located in Sections 
5, 6. 7. 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 18, 19, TeS, R2W, and 
Sect.ions 13 and 24 TeS, R3W, S.B.B.&. M. The approx1n::ate area is 
about 3200 acres, and the capacity about 70,000 acre teet. 


!,'.~~ 
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RANCHO CALIFORNIA WATER DISTRICT 


RECOMMENDED GROUND WATER PRODUCTION 


FISCAL YEAR JULY 1, 2010 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2011 


 


 


1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 


The purpose of this yearly audit review is to recommend a ground water production program for 


the 2010-2011 fiscal year.  The current review was performed between October 2009 and 


December 2009 using the most current data from the prior water year ending in September 30, 2009 


and it recommends a ground water production plan for the period from July 1, 2010 through 


June 30, 2011.    


 


The 2010-2011 fiscal year ground water production recommendations were based primarily on a 


review of individual well production and historical hydrographs.  During the review, ground 


water level elevations from all production and monitoring wells were considered.  Hydrologic 


subareas and “index wells” representing water level changes in the subarea were used to help 


formulate a recommendation for production during the 2010-2011 fiscal year.  This 


recommendation also includes input from “Workshops” held between Rancho California Water 


District (RCWD), GEOSCIENCE and Western Municipal Water District (WMWD) personnel.  


These workshops included discussions of previous audits, instantaneous yield, natural and 


artificial recharge, water quality, pump settings, well construction factors, and the projected 


production from WMWD’s wells in 2010 in the northern Murrieta Valley area.   


 


Where water level trends in subarea index wells indicate a decline over several years, lower 


production values have been recommended.  Where water level declines have not occurred, and 


as other factors permitted, recommended production values have been increased.  Total 


recommended production for the period July 1, 2010 through June 30, 2011 is 37,500 acre-ft.  
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The recommended production amounts are consistent with RCWD’s ground water management 


plan and were made with consideration given to historical water levels, precipitation, production, 


and expected natural and artificial recharge.  Consideration was also given to the projected 


production from WMWD’s production wells in the northern Murrieta Valley area.  As always, in 


keeping with sound ground water basin management practices, the recommended production 


should be considered as a guideline only and is subject to revision as additional data become 


available. 


 


Tables 1 and 2 summarize recommended 2010-2011 fiscal year ground water production.  


Table 1 shows the production recommendations sorted by hydrologic subunit and Table 2 shows 


them sorted by RCWD well number.  Figure 1 shows both RCWD and WMWD well locations in 


the Murrieta–Temecula Ground Water Basin.  Figure 2 is a general map showing the 


recommended production for each of the hydrologic subunits.  Figures 3 and 4 show the model-


predicted water levels for the Pauba and Temecula index wells in each subarea under the 


recommended 2010-2011 pumping conditions.  Plate 1 summarizes the factors that affected the 


recommendations for each well.  
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2.0 METHODOLOGY 


A ground water audit (water budget review) of the RCWD was performed between October 2009 


and December 2009.  The purpose of the audit was to evaluate and recommend ground water 


production levels for the fiscal year July 1, 2010 to June 30, 2011.  The underlying philosophy 


guiding the audit has been, and continues to be, one of sound basin management.  This 


management involves the operation of the ground water basin within safe yield limits so as not to 


create permanent overdraft (mining) or other undesirable conditions that could degrade water 


quality or violate legal restrictions.  Determination of the amount of ground water hydrologically, 


economically, and legally available to the District is an ongoing process of evaluation and 


review. 


 


2.1 Review of Historical Records of Ground Water Levels and Production 


2.1.1 Index Wells, Production Wells and Monitoring Wells 


In the well field optimization study (conducted by GEOSCIENCE in April 1993), the RCWD  


area was divided into small polygonal areas based on geohydrologic relationships and the relative 


locations of RCWD production wells (see Figure 1).  Numbers were assigned to each subarea for 


identification purposes.  An “index well” was chosen for each polygonal subarea.  Index wells 


reflect changes in water levels in each of the production wells within a subarea.  Generally, index 


wells are non-production monitoring wells having several years of historical water level data.  


When these criteria could not be met, a production well which best reflected water level changes 


in the subarea was chosen as an index well. 


 


Multiple regression analyses were conducted for each polygonal subarea based on index well 


monthly water levels, production well monthly water levels, monthly production, and monthly 


precipitation in the area (Temecula Station).  Long-term (January 1981 to September 2009) and 
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short-term (October 2008 to September 2009) water level changes in each index well were then 


used to determine the water level trends for the corresponding subarea. 


 


2.1.2 Review of Hydrographs – Water Level Trends 


January 1981 to September 2009 was designated as the period for long-term water level trend 


analysis (see Appendix A); October 2008 to September 2009 was designated as the period for 


short-term water level trend analysis (see Appendix B).  Historical water levels and production 


were also plotted for the WMWD’s wells in the northern Murrieta Valley area (see Appendix C).  


 


The recommended production values for fiscal year 2010-2011 were first estimated based on 


water level trends and historical production within each subarea.  Where water level trends in 


production wells and index wells indicated a decline over several years, lower production values 


have been recommended.  Where water level declines have not occurred, recommended 


production values may have been increased contingent on other constraints (e.g., water quality, 


mechanical or legal). 


 


2.2 “Workshop” with RCWD, WMWD, and GEOSCIENCE Personnel 


The purpose of the “Workshop” between RCWD, WMWD, and GEOSCIENCE personnel (held 


on November 17, 2009) was to discuss initially recommended production levels and specific 


problems on a well-by-well basis.  For each well, the instantaneous yield, static submergence, 


pump lowering potential, long- and short-term water level trends, water quality, construction, 


litigation, and air problems were discussed and tabulated.  Plate 1 summarizes factors affecting 


the recommended production for each well.  The initial production recommendations were 


revised based on the well-by-well factors as discussed in the Workshops.  
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2.3 Verification of Recommended Production Using Ground Water Model 


The recommended ground water production was verified using the calibrated surface and ground 


water model of the Murrieta-Temecula Ground Water Basin.  The Murrieta-Temecula Ground 


Water Basin model simulated the changes in water levels for a two-year period from 


October 2009 to September 2011 under the recommended 2010-2011 production conditions.   


 


2.3.1 Murrieta-Temecula Ground Water Basin Model 


The surface and ground water model of the Murrieta-Temecula Basin was developed by 


GEOSCIENCE for RCWD, with data provided by, and with cooperation from, RCWD, the U.S. 


Geological Survey (USGS), the United States Marine Corps - Camp Pendleton Base, and Stetson 


Engineers, Inc.  The USGS model MODFLOW was chosen as it is available in the public domain 


and is widely accepted as one of the industry standards for ground water flow simulations.  The 


model is a variable-grid finite difference ground water model covering approximately 288 square 


miles with a variable-grid network consisting of 102 nodes1 in the north-to-south direction 


(i-direction) and 127 nodes in the west-to-east direction (j-direction), for a total of 12,954 nodes.  


Most nodes represent an area of 600 ft (north-south) by 600 ft (east-west).  Nodes near the edges 


of the model are of variable size, ranging up to 5,000 ft. 


 


2.3.2 Model Simulation Run 


The model was run for a period of two years from October 2009 through September 2011 using a 


quarterly stress period.  Geohydrologic parameters such as transmissivity, storativity, leakance, 


fault conductance, and streambed conductance were based on values from the calibrated model.  


                                                 


1  A model node is the center of a model grid block and is denoted by an “i,j” value.  In the Murrieta-Temecula Ground 


Water Basin Model, the i-direction increases in a north to south direction and the j-direction increases in a west to east 


direction. 
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Natural recharge terms including areal recharge, subsurface inflow, and tributary inflow were 


based on the average of the model calibration and the verification period (1935-1998).   


 


Results are shown as hydrographs (water level changes over time) of selected wells in the area.  


Figures 3 and 4 show the model-predicted water levels for the Pauba and Temecula index wells 


in each subarea under the recommended 2010-2011 pumping conditions and a VDC (Valle 


De Los Caballos) recharge of 15,500 acre-ft/yr.  Of this recharge of 15,500 acre-ft, 12,500 acre-ft 


will be purchased untreated water and 3,000 acre-ft will be local water from Vail releases.  As 


shown in these hydrographs, operation of the ground water basin under the recommended 


2010-2011 pumping conditions will not create a permanent overdraft condition or degrade water 


quality.  The net withdrawal of ground water from the basin is 25,000 acre-ft (37,500 acre-ft 


pumping – 12,500 acre-ft artificial recharge of purchased untreated water in upper VDC area). 
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3.0 RECOMMENDED GROUND WATER PRODUCTION – 2010-2011 


3.1 Pumping Schedule for Wolf Valley Wells 


3.1.1 Well 211 


In order to monitor the aquifer compression/rebound under pumping conditions in the Wolf 


Valley area, ground water production at Wolf Valley Well 211 was recommenced in July 1994.  


During the fiscal year 1994-1995, Well 211 produced on odd days between the hours of midnight 


and 6:00 AM at a pumping rate of approximately 1,500 gallons per minute (gpm) to 2,000 gpm.  


In fiscal year 1995-1996, an increased pumping schedule was recommended for the Wolf Valley 


Well 211.  Well 211 then produced approximately 1,500 gpm to 2,000 gpm on odd days between 


midnight and noon.   This schedule yielded an annual production of approximately 600 acre-ft 


from Well 211.  In fiscal year 1996-1997, the pumping schedule for Well 211 was identical to its 


1995-1996 pumping schedule.  In fiscal year 1997-1998, Well 211 produced on odd days 


between the hours of midnight and 4:00 PM.  In fiscal year 1998-1999 Well 211 was pumped at a 


rate of approximately 1,500 gpm to 2,000 gpm on odd days beginning at midnight and ending 


after 24 hours.  This schedule yielded an annual production of approximately 1,200 acre-ft.  For 


the water years 1999-2000, 2000-2001, and 2001-2002 Well 211 was pumped at a rate of 


approximately 2,000 gpm on odd days beginning at midnight and continuing for 24 hours.  


Actual annual production amounts for water years 1999-2000, 2000-2001, and 2001-2002 for 


Well 211 were approximately 1,628 acre-ft, 1,420 acre-ft and 1,358 acre-ft, respectively. 


 


Well 211 was turned off in December 2002 due to break suction problems.  The annual 


production for fiscal year 2002-2003 was 420 acre ft. From fiscal years 2003-2004 through 


2007-2008, Well 211 produced 0 acre-ft.  The annual production for water year 2008-2009 was 


382 acre ft.  For the fiscal year 2010-2011,   GEOSCIENCE recommends Well 211 produce 


350 acre-ft. 
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3.1.2 Wells 119 and 122 


In fiscal year 1996-1997, Well 119 was initially turned on during even days of the month 


between the hours of 6:00 AM and noon, at a pumping rate of approximately 500 gpm.  This 


schedule yielded a production of approximately 500 acre-ft.  Well 122 was left idle in fiscal year 


1996-1997.  In the fiscal year 1997-1998, an increased annual production of 750 acre-ft and 


500 acre-ft was recommended for Wells 119 and 122, respectively.  Production for Well 119 was 


increased in fiscal years 1998-1999 and 1999-2000.   


 


In the fiscal years 2000-2001 through 2008-2009, Well 122 pumped approximately 287 acre-ft, 


428 acre-ft, 758 acre-ft, 424 acre-ft, 1,493 acre-ft, 555 acre-ft, 1,338 acre-ft, 1,496 acre-ft, and 


986 acre-ft, respectively.   During these nine fiscal years, Well 119 pumped approximately 


1,402 acre-ft, 1,023 acre-ft, 1,333 acre-ft, 1,332 acre-ft, 1,306 acre-ft, 1,498 acre-ft, 1,497 acre-ft, 


1,588 acre-ft, and 1,239 acre-ft, respectively.   


 


For the 2010-2011 fiscal year, a production of 350 acre-ft for each well (Well 122 and Well 119) 


is recommended.  However, the recommended production should be considered as a guideline 


only, and is subject to revision as additional data become available.   


 


In order to determine future pumping schedules for wells 119 and 122, the following will be 


monitored: 


1) Water levels in Well 119 and Well 122;  


2) Aquifer compression/rebound in Extensometer Well EW-4; and 


3) Ground surface changes at survey network located in the Wolf Valley. 


 


3.2 Pumping Schedule for the Southern Murrieta Wells 


On April 1, 1992, in order to monitor aquifer compression/rebound under pumping conditions, 


RCWD reactivated the four southern Murrieta wells (101, 102, 118, and 121).  The duration of 
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pumping for the program’s first phase was eight hours per day with only two wells operating at 


the same time.  Since the 1995-1996 fiscal year, pumping of the southern Murrieta wells has 


been according to the program’s planned second phase schedule.  This second phase schedule 


pumps two wells at a time for 16 hours per day, every other day.  This increased pumping 


program and the corresponding monitoring program produced data that conclusively showed no 


occurrence of non-recoverable aquifer compaction.  These data also indicate that the compression 


and rebound of this aquifer is closely related to ground water pumping.  Continued monitoring 


and analysis of these aquifers will prevent the occurrence of future problems. 


 


Actual annual production amounts for fiscal years 2001-2002 through 2008-2009 from these 


southern Murrieta wells were approximately 483 acre-ft, 1,173 acre-ft, 1,273 acre-ft, 1,685 acre-


ft, 1,843 acre-ft, 1,777 acre-ft, 1,700 acre-ft and 1,500 acre-ft respectively. 


 


For the fiscal year 2010-2011, the recommended annual production amounts for Wells 101, 102, 


118, and 121 are 300 acre-ft, 400 acre-ft, 1,000 acre-ft, and 0 acre-ft, respectively.  In accordance 


with this schedule, the total annual production from the southern Murrieta wells for the fiscal 


year 2010-2011 will be approximately 1,700 acre-ft.  As always, and in keeping with sound 


ground water basin management practices, the recommended production should be considered as 


a guideline only and is subject to revision. 


 


3.3 Pumping Schedule for the Northern Murrieta Wells  


In fiscal year 2006-2007, the RCWD wells (135, 144, 145, 146, and 155) in the northern 


Murrieta valley produced approximately 1,465 acre ft of water.  In fiscal year 2007-2008, these 


wells produced 1,323 acre-ft.  In fiscal year 2007-2008, Well 156 was activated and pumped 


396 acre-ft.  The total water produced from the northern Murrieta valley by RCWD wells in 


fiscal year 2007-2008 was 1,719 acre-ft.  During the same period of time, the WMWD wells in 


the area produced a total of about 410 acre-ft.  The total pumping from the RCWD and WMWD 


in the northern Murrieta area was 2,129 acre-ft in fiscal year 2007-2008.  For fiscal year 
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2008-2009, the total pumping from the RCWD and WMWD in the northern Murrieta area were 


2,310 acre-ft and 751 acre-ft, respectively. 


 


For fiscal year 2010-2011, the recommended production for RCWD wells 135, 144, 145, 146, 


155, and 156 is 100, 400, 500, 50, 50, and 600 acre-ft respectively.  The total recommended 


production for these RCWD wells is approximately 1,700 acre-ft.   


 


3.4 Pumping Schedule for the Upper Pauba Valley Wells 


Approximately 16,233 acre-ft of water was recharged in the VDC recharge basin area between 


July 2008 and June 2009.  For the fiscal year 2010-2011, the proposed recharge is 15,500 acre-ft.  


Of this proposed recharge, 12,500 acre-ft will be purchased untreated water and 3,000 acre-ft will 


be local water from Vail Lake releases.  In order to optimize the recharge and recovery operations 


for the Upper VDC recharge facility, recovery wells 152, 153, 157, and 158 should be turned on.  


During the fiscal years 2005-2006 through 2008-2009 the total production for these four recovery 


wells (152, 153, 157, and 158) was approximately 8,685 acre-ft, 8,495 acre-ft, 6,612 acre-ft and 


7,386 acre-ft, respectively.  For the fiscal year 2010-2011, the total recommended production for 


these wells is approximately 7,950 acre-ft. 


 


In addition, production from Wells 110, 132, 210, and 233 should be maintained at a high level, 


creating a “pumping depression”, to maximize VDC recharge capabilities.  For the fiscal years 


2005-2006 through 2008-2009, the total production for these four Upper Pauba Valley wells was 


approximately 4,093 acre-ft, 4,368 acre-ft, 4,740 acre-ft, and 5,198 acre-ft, respectively.  For the 


fiscal year 2010-2011, the total recommended production for these four Upper Pauba Valley 


wells is approximately 5,100 acre-ft. 
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3.5 Recommended Production for Fiscal Year 2010-2011 


The final recommended production values for each well during the fiscal year 2010-2011 are 


shown on Tables 1 and 2 (by Hydrologic Unit and well number, respectively).  The locations of 


the wells are shown on Figure 1.  Recommended production amounts are also shown graphically 


by hydrologic subunit in Figure 2.  The total recommended production for the period July 1, 2010 


through June 30, 2011 is 37,500 acre-ft.  This will be produced from 48 wells.
2
  Considering the 


planned artificial recharge of purchased untreated water in the upper VDC area of 12,500 acre-ft, 


the net ground water withdrawal from the basin for the 2010–2011 fiscal year will be 


25,000 acre-ft.  


                                                 


2
  RCWD has a total of 52 production wells.  However, some wells are not intended to be operated during the 


2010 -2011 fiscal year.  Refer to Plate 1 for detailed information on each of the wells. 
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RANCHO CALIFORNIA WATER DISTRICT
RECOMMENDED GROUND WATER PRODUCTION


FISCAL YEAR JULY 1, 2010 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2011


Figure 1
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Rancho California Water District


Recommended Ground Water Production 2010-2011


135 N. Murrieta Valley Temecula 100


144 N. Murrieta Valley Temecula 400


145 N. Murrieta Valley Temecula 500


155 N. Murrieta Valley Temecula 50


156 N. Murrieta Valley Temecula 600


Subtotal 1,650


146 N. Murrieta Valley Pauba 50


Subtotal 50


101 S. Murrieta Valley Temecula 300


102 S. Murrieta Valley Temecula 400


118 S. Murrieta Valley Temecula 1,000


121 S. Murrieta Valley Temecula 0


Subtotal 1,700


122 Wolf Valley Temecula 350


211 Wolf Valley Temecula 350


Subtotal 700


119 Wolf Valley Pauba 350


Subtotal 350


205 Santa Gertrudis Temecula 1,500


309 Santa Gertrudis Temecula 3,000


Subtotal 4,500


Recommended Ground Water Production by Hydrologic Subunit


July 1, 2010 to June 30, 2011


July 1, 2010 - June 30, 2011


Recommended Production


[Acre-ft]


AquiferHydrologic SubunitRCWD Well No.
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Rancho California Water District


Recommended Ground Water Production 2010-2011


Recommended Ground Water Production by Hydrologic Subunit


July 1, 2010 to June 30, 2011


July 1, 2010 - June 30, 2011


Recommended Production


[Acre-ft]


AquiferHydrologic SubunitRCWD Well No.


106 Santa Gertrudis Combined 400


108 Santa Gertrudis Combined 500


Subtotal 900


128 Lower Mesa Temecula 0


129 Lower Mesa Temecula 0


138 Lower Mesa Temecula 1,600


139 Lower Mesa Temecula 700


140 Lower Mesa Temecula 700


216 Lower Mesa Temecula 400


235 Lower Mesa Temecula 1,000


Subtotal 4,400


151 Upper Mesa Temecula 400


215 Upper Mesa Temecula 400


Subtotal 800


120 Pauba Temecula 800


124 Pauba Temecula 400


125 Pauba Temecula 400


126 Pauba Temecula 700


130 Pauba Temecula 500


131 Pauba Temecula 500


133 Pauba Temecula 500


143 Pauba Temecula 500


149 Pauba Temecula 400


203 Pauba Temecula 400


217 Pauba Temecula 1,000


Subtotal 6,100
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Rancho California Water District


Recommended Ground Water Production 2010-2011


Recommended Ground Water Production by Hydrologic Subunit


July 1, 2010 to June 30, 2011


July 1, 2010 - June 30, 2011


Recommended Production


[Acre-ft]


AquiferHydrologic SubunitRCWD Well No.


109 Pauba Pauba 800


110 Pauba Pauba 1,600


141 Pauba Pauba 500


152 Pauba Pauba 2,500


153 Pauba Pauba 1,850


157 Pauba Pauba 2,100


158 Pauba Pauba 1,500


210 Pauba Pauba 600


231 Pauba Pauba 0


233 Pauba Pauba 1,600


Subtotal 13,050


123 Pauba Combined 150


132 Pauba Combined 1,300


232 Pauba Combined 750


234 Pauba Combined 500


Subtotal 2,700


113 Palomar Temecula 600


Subtotal 600


Total Recommended Production 37,500
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Rancho California Water District


Recommended Ground Water Production 2010-2011


101 S. Murrieta Valley Temecula 300


102 S. Murrieta Valley Temecula 400


106 Santa Gertrudis Combined 400


108 Santa Gertrudis Combined 500


109 Pauba Pauba 800


110 Pauba Pauba 1,600


113 Palomar Temecula 600


118 S. Murrieta Valley Temecula 1,000


119 Wolf Valley Pauba 350


120 Pauba Temecula 800


121 S. Murrieta Valley Temecula 0


122 Wolf Valley Temecula 350


123 Pauba Combined 150


124 Pauba Temecula 400


125 Pauba Temecula 400


126 Pauba Temecula 700


128 Lower Mesa Temecula 0


129 Lower Mesa Temecula 0


130 Pauba Temecula 500


131 Pauba Temecula 500


132 Pauba Combined 1,300


133 Pauba Temecula 500


135 N. Murrieta Valley Temecula 100


138 Lower Mesa Temecula 1,600


Recommended Ground Water Production by Well Number


July 1, 2010 to June 30, 2010


RCWD Well No. Hydrologic Subunit Aquifer


July 2009 - June 2010


Recommended Production


[Acre-ft]
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Rancho California Water District


Recommended Ground Water Production 2010-2011


Recommended Ground Water Production by Well Number


July 1, 2010 to June 30, 2010


RCWD Well No. Hydrologic Subunit Aquifer


July 2009 - June 2010


Recommended Production


[Acre-ft]


139 Lower Mesa Temecula 700


140 Lower Mesa Temecula 700


141 Pauba Pauba 500


143 Pauba Temecula 500


144 N. Murrieta Valley Temecula 400


145 N. Murrieta Valley Temecula 500


146 N. Murrieta Valley Pauba 50


149 Pauba Temecula 400


151 Upper Mesa Temecula 400


152 Pauba Pauba 2,500


153 Pauba Pauba 1,850


155 N. Murrieta Valley Temecula 50


156 N. Murrieta Valley Temecula 600


157 Pauba Pauba 2,100


158 Pauba Pauba 1,500


203 Pauba Temecula 400


205 Santa Gertrudis Temecula 1,500


210 Pauba Pauba 600


211 Wolf Valley Temecula 350


215 Upper Mesa Temecula 400


216 Lower Mesa Temecula 400


217 Pauba Temecula 1,000


231 Pauba Pauba 0


232 Pauba Combined 750


233 Pauba Pauba 1,600
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Rancho California Water District


Recommended Ground Water Production 2010-2011


Recommended Ground Water Production by Well Number


July 1, 2010 to June 30, 2010


RCWD Well No. Hydrologic Subunit Aquifer


July 2009 - June 2010


Recommended Production


[Acre-ft]


234 Pauba Combined 500


235 Lower Mesa Temecula 1,000


309 Santa Gertrudis Temecula 3,000


Total 37,500
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[1] [2] [3] [4] [5] [6] [7] [8] [9] [10] [11] [12]


Well Status


1 Temecula 156 N. Murrieta Val. 840 71 Yes 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 11:30 PM 1 - 673 600 - -


1 Temecula 301 N. Murrieta Val. NA 100 Yes - - - - - 0 0 - -


1 Temecula 302 N. Murrieta Val. NA 86 Yes - - - - - 0 0 - -


2 Temecula 439 N. Murrieta Val. NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


2 Temecula 145 N. Murrieta Val. 784 307 Yes 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 1 - 793 500 - -


3 Pauba 146 N. Murrieta Val. 368 166 Yes Unlimited - - 0 - 95 50 - -


3 Temecula 454 N. Murrieta Val. NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


3 Temecula 135 N. Murrieta Val. 685 124 Yes Unlimited - - 0 THROTTLED FOR AIR 211 100 - -


3 Temecula 144 N. Murrieta Val. 580 124 Yes 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 1 LONG PUMP TO WASTE; WARM WATER  502 400 - -


3 Temecula 155 N. Murrieta Val. 350 334 Yes Unlimited - - 3 RECHARGE AREA 36 50 - -


4 Temecula 401 S. Murrieta Val. NA NA NA - - - - - - -  -


4 Temecula 101 S. Murrieta Val. 1,000 322 Yes 12hrs/day 6:00 PM 6:00 AM 1 PUMP PROBLEM; REDESIGN FOR ELECTRICAL 325 300 - -


4 Temecula 121 S. Murrieta Val. 900 316 Yes OFF - - 2 OFF UNTIL 2010 0 0 - -


5 Temecula 402 S. Murrieta Val. NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


5 Temecula 102 S. Murrieta Val. 1,260 181 Yes Unlimited - - 2 PUMP PROBLEM; REDESIGN FOR ELECTRICAL 379 400 - -


5 Temecula 118 S. Murrieta Val. 900 178 Yes 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 4 - 796 1,000 - -


6 Temecula 495 (117) Wolf Valley NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


6 Pauba 119 Wolf Valley 2,460 249 Yes OFF 8:00 PM 8:00 AM 1 OFF UNTIL 2010 1,239 350 - -


7 Temecula 211 Wolf Valley 1,600 68 Yes OFF 9:00 PM 9:00 AM 3 OFF UNTIL 2010 382 350 - -


7 Temecula 122 Wolf Valley 2,270 156 Yes OFF 8:30 PM 8:30 AM 1 OFF UNTIL 2010 986 350 - -


8 Pauba 492 (223) Pauba Valley NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


8 Pauba 231 Pauba Valley 740 104 Yes OFF 11:30 AM 11:30 PM 5 - 105 0 - -


8 Temecula 217 Pauba Valley 700 149 Yes Unlimited - - 1 - 1,033 1,000 - -


9 Temecula 410 Lower Mesa NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


9 Temecula 216 Lower Mesa 700 207 Yes 12hrs/day 11:30 AM 11:30 PM 4 ENTRAINED AIR PROBLEM 245 400 - -


10 Pauba 426 Pauba Valley NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


10 Pauba 109 Pauba Valley 500 85 Yes Unlimited - - 5 THROTTLED FOR AIR 702 800 84 672


10 Pauba 498 (224) Pauba Valley NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


10 Temecula 468 Pauba Valley NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


10 Temecula 120 Pauba Valley 1,500 158 Yes 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 5 OFF UNTIL 2010 544 800 - -


10 Temecula 126 Pauba Valley 1,120 84 Yes Unlimited - - 3 HIGH FLOURIDE LEVELS 1,333 700 - -


10 Temecula 143 Pauba Valley 690 245 Yes 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 1 - 759 500 - -


11 Pauba 422 Pauba Valley NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


11 Pauba 141 Pauba Valley 450 269 Yes Unlimited 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 5 TEMPERARILY UNLIMITED 526 500 - -


11 (Combined) 234 Pauba Valley 275 167 Yes Unlimited - - 5 - 360 500 74 370


11 Temecula 465 South Mesa NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


11 Temecula 497 (212) Pauba Valley NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


12 Pauba 417 Pauba Valley NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


12 Pauba 210 Pauba Valley 580 52 Yes Unlimited - - 5 - 559 600 94 564


12 (Combined) 232 Pauba Valley 700 65 Yes 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 5 - 901 750 92 690


12 Pauba 233 Pauba Valley 1,450 39 Yes Unlimited - - 5 - 1,965 1,600 88 1,408


12 Temecula 131 Pauba Valley 1,100 NA NA 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 5 - 1,104 500 - -


12 Temecula 124 Pauba Valley 300 60 Yes Unlimited - - 3 - 411 400 - -


12 Temecula 125 Pauba Valley 600 NA NA 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 3 OFF UNTIL 2010 431 400 - -


12 Temecula 130 Pauba Valley 800 107 Yes 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 5 THROTTLED FOR AIR 937 500 - -


12 (Combined) 132 Pauba Valley 1,000 133 Yes Unlimited 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 3 TEMP UNLIMITED 1,330 1,300 82 1,066


12 Temecula 151 Upper Mesa 600 NA NA 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 5 TO BE RE-EQUIPPED TO 1305 ZONE 0 400 - -


13 Pauba 414 Pauba Valley NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


13 Pauba 110 Pauba Valley 920 92 Yes Unlimited - - 1 - 1,344 1,600 97 1,552


13 Pauba 499 (115) Pauba Valley NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


13 Pauba 500 (116) Pauba Valley NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


13 Pauba 152 Pauba Valley 1,950 128 Yes Unlimited - - 2 RECHARGE AREA 2,109 2,500 - -


13 Pauba 153 Pauba Valley 1,350 124 Yes Unlimited - - 3 RECHARGE AREA 1,574 1,850 100 1,850


13 Pauba 157 Pauba Valley 1,100 96 Yes Unlimited - - 2 RECHARGE AREA 2,183 2,100 100 2,100


13 Pauba 158 Pauba Valley 1,000 160 Yes Unlimited - - 3 RECHARGE AREA 1,520 1,500 100 1,500


13 Temecula 133 Pauba Valley 790 81 Yes 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 3 THROTTLED FOR AIR 709 500 - -


13 (Combined) 123 Pauba Valley 200 315 Yes 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 11:30 PM 5 PUMP NEEDS TO BE PULLED 153 150 65 98


13 Temecula 149 Pauba Valley 280 146 Yes Unlimited - - 5 LONG PUMP TO WASTE  384 400 - -


13 Temecula 203 Pauba Valley 540 222 Yes Unlimited - - 3 - 657 400 - -


14 Temecula 462 Upper Mesa NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


15 Temecula 464 Upper Mesa NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


15 Temecula 496 (204) Upper Mesa NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


16 Temecula 215 Upper Mesa 620 NA NA 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 3 BREAKS SUCTION AT HIGHER RATES 316 400 - -


17 Temecula 139 Lower Mesa 900 NA NA OFF - - 3 PUMP DEAD 10-19-09 877 700 - -


17 Temecula 140 Lower Mesa 850 NA NA Unlimited - - 5 DIFFICULT TO MEASURE WATER LEVEL 973 700 - -


18 Temecula 129 Lower Mesa 500 55 Yes OFF - - 5 OFF UNTIL REDESIGN AND RE-EQUIPPED 0 0 - -


19 Temecula 466 Lower Mesa NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


19 Temecula 128 Lower Mesa 1,500 NA NA OFF - - 5 OFF FOR ARSENIC 0 0 - -


19 Temecula 138 Lower Mesa 1,930 136 Yes 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 2 - 2,215 1,600 - -


19 Temecula 235 Lower Mesa 900 39 Yes 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 5 - 1,246 1,000 - -


20 (Combined) 493 (107) Santa Gertrudis NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


20 Temecula 494 (105) Santa Gertrudis NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


20 (Combined) 106 Santa Gertrudis 660 193 Yes 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 5 RUNS WITH EM-20 ONLY, BLENDING 338 400 - -


20 (Combined) 108 Santa Gertrudis 765 -1 No 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 5 - 850 500 - -


20 Temecula 205 Santa Gertrudis 1,200 151 Yes 18hrs/day 11:30 AM 6:30 PM 1 - 9 1,500 - -


20 Temecula 309 Santa Gertrudis 1,900 180 Yes Unlimited - - 1 - 2,583 3,000 - -


21 Temecula 463 Palomar NA NA NA - - - - - - - - -


21 Temecula 113 Palomar 400 218 Yes Unlimited - - 3 30 MIN PUMP TO WASTE 558 600 - -


NA - Not Available or Not Applicable


[1] & [4] See Figure 1 for locations Totals 40,260 37,500 - 11,870


[2]  Based on data provided by RCWD


[3]  See Figure 1 for locations (Number in bold indicate the index wells for the subareas)


[5]  Data provided by RCWD


[6]  Distance between the static water level (Jun-09) and the pump bowl


[7]  "No" indicates less than ten feet lowering potential


[8]  Data provided by RCWD


[9]  Data provided by RCWD


[10] GEOSCIENCE recommended production for 2010-2011 fiscal year   


[11]  Based on hydraulic conductivity and screened interval in Young Alluvium, Pauba and Temecula aquifers


[12]  = [10] * ([11] / 100)
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Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 414
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1,020


1,040


1,060


1,080


1,100


1,120


1,140


1,160


1,180


1,200


1,220


Oct-08 Nov-08 Dec-08 Jan-09 Feb-09 Mar-09 Apr-09 May-09 Jun-09 Jul-09 Aug-09 Sep-09


G
ro


u
n


d
 W


a
te


r 
E


le
v


a
ti


o
n


, 
ft


 A
M


S
L


A
p


p
e


n
d


ix
 B







Rancho California Water District


Recommended Ground Water Production 2010-2011


 8-Jan-10 B - 65 GEOSCIENCE Support Services, Inc.


Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 426
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Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 439
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Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 454
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Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 464
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Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 466
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Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 468
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Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 492 (Well 223)
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Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 493 (Well 107)
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Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 494 (Well 105)
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Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 495 (Well 117)
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Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 496 (Well 204)
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Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 497 (Well 212)
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Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 498 (Well 224)
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Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 499 (Well 115)
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Short-Term Hydrograph - RCWD Well 500 (Well 116)
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Long-Term Hydrograph and Production - WMWD Holiday Well
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Long-Term Hydrograph and Production - WMWD House Well
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Long-Term Hydrograph and Production - WMWD Lynch Well
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Addendum 
 


A.1 Purpose 
An addendum has been prepared to the Final Integrated Regional Water 
Management Plan for the Upper Santa Margarita Watershed Planning Region (SM 
IRWMP), dated July 31, 2007, to further describe the process for revising the project 
matrix and project priority list.  The SM IRWMP was initially approved by the 
Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC) and subsequently the Regional Water 
Management Group (RWMG); consisting of Rancho California Water District, 
Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District, and County of 
Riverside; on July 31, 2007.   


This addendum was approved in accordance with the revised Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) (see Attachment B) by the SAC and RWMG on September 8, 
2010.   


A.2 Existing Text 
Existing text (Section 5.2, Implementation Framework, page 5.1, third paragraph):  
This governance structure will provide for management of project implementation, grant 
funding, communication among the IRWMP team, revisions/updates to the IRWMP, and 
general coordination among the stakeholders. 
 
A.3 Additional Text 
The following additional text is added to further expand on the existing text: 


Periodically the project matrix and project priority list will be revised to reflect 
completion of projects, revisions to objectives associated with changes in planning 
documents, changes in project descriptions, and additional projects. New projects will 
be added through a call for projects process with notices sent to stakeholders. 
Objectives may simultaneously be revised subject to new priorities established in 
planning documents, such as the California Water Plan, Riverside County General 
Plan, other planning documents, and consensus stakeholder issues.  


Projects will be ranked to re-determine the priority projects for the region for each 
grant opportunity. Project ranking will occur using a Multi-Attribute Rating 
Technique. This method involves: (1) defining the evaluation criteria (or objectives) 
for which projects will be compared against; (2) establishing performance measures 
that indicate when a criteria (or objective) is being achieved; and (3) determining the 
relative weight of importance each criteria (or objective) has in terms of influencing 
selection based on the requirements of the Project Solicitation Proposal issued by the 
Department of Water Resources. Approval of the objectives and project ranking 
criteria will occur within the existing governance structure through the SAC process 
with changes approved by the RWMG. 
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Attachment A provides the project priority list dated September 8, 2010, ranked in 
order from the highest priority to the lowest priority. 
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Attachment B 
Memorandum of Understanding 
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To be inserted when MOU is signed. 









